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On the Dedication ofthe
Ernest S. Bird Library
The alert observer whose imagination is keen will see in a university
library the burden of the past and the promise of the future meeting in
unique intersection. Hope, blossoming, healing and renewal may be generated
there.
It is impossible to overstate the passion which through tediously long
years at Syracuse has willed the new library into being. It is a structure and
resource responding to the manifold wishes of students and faculty; it is also
a monument to distinguished scholars, some now retired and some dead, who
devoted effort and energy to bringing their dreams to fulfillment. It can fairly
be said of numbers of Syracuse professors and librarians that they gave their
lives to struggling with the library as it was, and to achieving the library that
we now dedicate.
Who wants this new library at Syracuse? Librarians? Students? Faculty?
Administrators? It might be better to ask who does not want it. Insofar as we
are committed to teaching and learning, we all want this library, bringing
together finally in one focus all of the material at Syracuse that constitutes
the third greatest private university library resource in the State of New York.
I am deeply gratified to be able to say of our new Ernest S. Bird
Library that it continues a tradition of centuries in setting before you an
open door. You are all welcome. Do come in.

Chancellor
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The Courier, Number 1, April 1958
by Wayne

s. Yenawine

This issue of The Courier is a far cry from "Number 1, April 1958."
The dramatic changes and scholarly attainments of the Library Associates
journal mirror the corresponding development of a great university during the
past fifteen years.
The Courier began in the imaginations of three faculty members, Mary
Marshall, Bill George, and Tony Pace; and of Donald Bean, then the director
of Syracuse University Press. l Mr. Bean knew Harvey Satenstein, manufacturing supplier of New York City, and together they designed the first issue,
prevailing upon their mutual friend, New York artist John De Pol, to create
the wood engraving for our emblem. Fortunately, those around shared my
enthusiasm about starting The Courier and we were thrilled to see "Number
1" ready for distribution to Library Associates. What a modest, homely
beginning it was!
Yet significantly, there on the front page of my cherished copy of The
Courier, Number 1, Chancellor Tolley observed in 1958, "In a university of
steadily improving quality an adequate library is, of course, a moving target.
But it has long been clear that we must have a new building and that we
should plan for a library collection of at least a million volumes. Only a very
aggressive and ambitious program can assure 'a library adequate for the
standing of this University.' " My predecessor as Director of Libraries, the
late Wharton Miller, reiterated the urgent need to replace the Carnegie
Library. With the strong support of Library Associates and Trustees of the
University, we promoted the fund raising and planning for a new research
library building. My successor, Warren Boes, has dedicated his energies and
creativity to the achievement of our great purpose. I say "our" because a new
library building has been a prime objective of many persons, the motivation
of countless man-hours of work, and the aim of innumerable gifts.
In this special issue of The Courier, Library Associates, Alumni,
Faculty, Students and Staff of Syracuse University salute the thousands of
dreamers and designers, planners and promoters, benefactors and builders
who together account for the magnificent Ernest S. Bird Library. Now a
distinguished library will be restored as the center of a great university's
intellectual resources, a heart witl1 a strong beat again. All of us who are
privileged to share this moment in time have a great sense of fulfillment.

Mr. Yenawine was the Director ofLibraries at Syracuse University from 1956
to 1965.
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These names should be preceded by that of the author, who was the initiator, promoter
and first editor of The Courier - Ed.
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A Note To The Reader
Like all publishing ventures, this modest periodical is a venture of faith. vVe
hope that it will bring its readers a sense of the significant growth in the quality
of our University Library and of the vital role it plays in our program of higher
education.
As an organization the Library Associa·tes is less than five years old. In this
brief period, hOwever, we have seen the doubling of annual expenditures for ·the
purchase of books and periodicals and an almost explosive change in the number
of gifts to the Library and the quality of library services to the faculty, students,
and the general public.
In a university of steadi.Iy improving quality an adequate library is, of
course, a moving target. But it has long been clear that we must have a new
building and that we should plan for a library collection of at least a million
volumes. Only a very aggressive and ambitious program can assure "a library
adequate for the standing of this University."
The purpose of the Library Associates is to interest everyone we can ill the
progress and support of the Library. The Gamier is published in the hope that
the story of our Library needs will be better known. We shall, however, also report on new developments in the Library under the able and dynamic leadership
of Dean Yenawine and, as space permits, on interesting books and ideas.
We hope you will like the Gaurier and we shall appreciate it if you will call
it to the attention of your friends. We are confident that the more you know
about the Library the greater will be your desire to help it grow. We are hopeful
that it will also increase Y04r sense of pride and achievement in the things that
matter most in human history and that continue to add breadth and depth to the
meaning of life for each of us.

Page one of the eight-page first issue of The Courier, April 1958.
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The Building ofa Library
by Warren N. Boes
Plans for a new library at Syracuse University began in the 1950s. By
the 1960s, reexamination of the project revealed clearly that planning a
service to a total academic community requires first of all a study of the
community itself. The planners of a library need to know the -direction in
which the community is going. The seating in the library is based on student
enrollment; the collection space to be allowed for future expansion in a
library building is based on the expected financial capability of the
institution, which in turn is often based on enrollment. The types of service
provided by a library reflect the kind of university it serves, i.e., one with a
large graduate enrollment, a predominantly undergraduate enrollment, or
something in between. These considerations dictate the organization, collections and policies that must be built into planning if the library is to serve the
academic community on the highest levels of efficiency and relevance.
As planners, we had to look at the future. Are services going to change?
Are people going to stop reading books? What influence will the community
have on the library? Unlike a typical academic department of the University,
the library serves the community in a broader context; we lend 1000 to 2000
items a month to local industry and professional people. All this had to be
considered. Since the University had no plans, it was necessary for the library
to make the projections and estimates of where the University was planning
to go. As a result, through the comments and criticisms of the university
officials, we received the direction we desired.
After a study of student enrollment at the University for the years
1960-1964, projections were made to 1989-90, based on the pattern
established. The growth of the library from 1960-1964 also was studied and
projected forward. Our projections were based on the assumption that the
University would continue to grow and that our collection would increase at
the on-going rate. The figures showed that required space for seating students
and housing collections by 1989 totaled 1,000,000 gross square feet. This is
more square footage of space than existed in all university buildings on the
entire campus in 1964. The university officials could not believe our figures
and hired the consulting firm of Taylor, Leberfeld and Heldman to make a
similar study. After a careful survey of the situation, Taylor, Leberfeld and
Mr. Boes is Director of Libraries at Syracuse University.
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Heldman, arriving at the figures in a different way from that of the library
team, presented the same projections.
Because of the limited financial resources of the University, the
question asked was "What can we afford to build?" The final decision was to
plan for about 300,000 square feet which, with space we would continue to
occupy in other buildings, would provide us with 500,000. This would
represent a ten-year rather than a twenty-year projection. In retrospect, I
would say that it was a wise decision because the cost of the building,
originally estimated at nine million dollars, has increased to thirteen million
dollars at the time of actual completion.
One of our major concerns, arising from our experiences in Carnegie
Library, was the extent of restraint placed upon us by the fixed nature of the
old building, .planned at the end of the nineteenth century and built at the
beginning of the twentieth. In planning the new library, we wanted to create
a building that would be as flexible as possible, so that as concepts of
administering a library change in the future, our successors can change the
facility to adapt to their methods. We wanted a modular building, a
warehouse type of structure so flexible that it could be changed at will.
A second major concern was to provide a building that could be
adapted to the new technology and communication systems. We also felt that
the use of computers, television and sound will have a great deal of influence
on libraries in the years ahead. We knew we must provide for automation and
media use in the building. Since technology is changing so rapidly, we knew
7

that it would not be wise to build around what is visible and obvious today;
that would only constrain the building and cause problems.
As a result of these concerns and planning around them, we have some
unique features in the new building. One example is the "waffle" design of
the ceilings. A styrofoam plug is installed in each of the four sides of each
waffle and holes can be drilled through the centers of the waffles. These
features allow for the running of wires or troughs in the ceilings in the future,
providing for great flexibility of purpose and use. Electric current and
therefore communication can be supplied easily to carrels and staff areas on
the floors above.
Another requirement for the new building was that it should be
designed to cope with future fiscal problems. We knew that the library would
fa~ce budget cuts and shortage of personnel. We knew we were planning a
building three times the size of its predecessor which would therefore require
an increased staff, but we were still concerned to make maximum efficient
use of that staff. For example, in many libraries that have been planned in
recent years the staff offices have been placed at one end of a building that
may be two hundred feet long, thus requiring staff and users to walk a
maximum of two hundred feet to give and receive service or to shelve a book.
This is inefficient planning. We wanted to place our staff in the middle of the
floor so that they would be in easy walking distance, no more than one
hundred feet, from any point on the floor.
The relation of the size of the building to efficiency also caused some
concern and required some decisions. The future growth of the library had
been projected to approximately 3,000,000 volumes by 1989. The new
building, with about 212,000 net square feet, will hold only half that
number. One option which has been chosen by some libraries is to provide a
compact storage area for closed shelving within the building. We decided that
it would not be to the University's best interest to do this within a very
expensive site where service and access were the main objectives. We
visualized that with computerization we would be able to determine very
quickly which materials users most want and are most likely to use. We could
provide very well for the newest and most used materials in the space
provided for 1,500,000 volumes. The other and least likely to be used
materials could be placed, on a cooperative basis with other institutions, in a
warehouse on a country site, where the cost of land and warehousing is much
cheaper.
Large university libraries are difficult to use because of their size and
the complexity of their catalogs. Many students and faculty members must
seek professional help which often is expensive to provide and not available.
As a result of difficult access to these libraries, generations are produced who
are often incapacitated in the continuing learning process. We wanted to plan
a library and provide service within it that would make it unnecessary to be a
specialist in order to study and work there.
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Planning for ease of access and service in an efficient building required a
prognosis of the future of automation and the use of media in the building.
Traditionally a library is organized around a catalog; it is the central file and
the library cannot operate without it. Both the processing department and
the main service points must be near the catalog. However, if it is possible to
have access to that file at decentralized points, all services need not be
oriented flround it. One of the advantages of automation is that centralized
access to files can be provided at decentralized points. The new building was
planned for decentralization as a means of lessening the difficulties due to
size and complexity. Decentralized access means that staffs can be split up by
subject and, with automation performing the routine tasks now absorbing up
to 60 percent of the staff in a typical university library, can be deployed so
that more staff members are out on the subject floors.
To provide easy access through decentralized points and redeployment
of staff so that more of them will face the public, the new library is divided
according to subject matter. Separate floors are allocated to the fine arts, the
humanities, the social sciences, and one to area studies, history, geography
and anthropology. Staff on each floor can personalize service and be of
greater help to those who need or request it. All of these plans center around
a teaching concept - that as the library becomes simpler to use, people will
use it to the betterment of their
education and research. This has
been our dream in planning the
new library.
The new building also has
a large media capability. On the
second floor every carrel is
wired. There is a troughway
underneath the floor so that, if
and when desired, a dial access
system or any sound or visual
system of the future can be
installed. There is a large room
with a computer-type floor that
can be adapted to any change
that develops, with special ventilating systems to control the
he at that computers, tape
machines, broadcasting units and
other modern technological
instruments generate.
The library is a communication instrument. It is the
major source of information and
Photo by Jeffrey C. Rother
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provides access to existing knowledge both locally and elsewhere; it should be
able to deliver such information and knowledge to the person who needs it.
This process of communication, of delivery of information both on the campus and for the community, is extremely important and the new library is
prepared to further it. Communication modes and provision for their use in
the future are evident in every portion of the new building.
Security and available budget have an unavoidable impact on flexibility
and access. The necessity of understanding this relationship and accepting the
realities behind it has resulted in further interesting features of the new
building. There have been demands on campus that the library be kept open
twenty-four hours a day, and the demands have been met during some
examination periods. The movement seems to be inactive at present but may
recur in either the near or distant future. It is very expensive to keep an entire
building open at all times, especially where there is free access to all shelving
and the resultant need to keep all floors fully staffed. The first three floors of
the new library are accessible by an open staircase; the only access to the top
floors is by elevator, the staircases at the four corners of the building being
emergency staircases only. The first three floors serve all the needs of the
students for current periodicals, bound general periodicals, microforms,
reference material and reserved books, and all the access to wired carrels
where most of the programmed learning will take place. This means that the
top four floors can be shut off very securely while the lower floors can be
adequately staffed to provide the general services to the students, the faculty
and anybody else who wants to work until three or four o'clock in the
morning, with a significant saving of funds in comparison to what it would
cost to operate the entire building.
Some university libraries operate in a much more traditional way with
closed stacks. If the time should come when a future library administration
should wish to close the stacks in the new building, access to the top floors
can be limited as desired. All systems are possible: open access to all students
and faculty at all times, closed access, or partial access. In this way we face
reality while still anticipating possible changes in the future.
For many years students, faculty and librarians have worked in the dull
and dilapidated surroundings of Carnegie Library. We wanted the new
building to be warm and inviting so that those entering it will feel welcome
and comfortable. The color schemes for the interior are all from the warm
side of the spectrum. The furniture is mainly wood, with a warmth not
present in metal. Carpets, again in warm colors, cover the floors in all student
seating areas.
These were the important plans and the significant concepts behind
them as we projected the new building. How well the architects and interior
decorators carried out our ideas is evident in the new Ernest S. Bird Library,
where we have the means needed to operate an efficient teaching system,
with communications capability, flexibility, and effective arrangements for
10

deployment of staff, all among bright, pleasant, comfortable physical
surroundings. This is what we want students to find when they come to the
Bird Library, both now and in years to come. I believe we have planned fully
toward accomplishing our aim.

11

Research Libraries
Enter the Machine Age
by Betsy Knapp
With the move into the Ernest S. Bird Library, patrons of the Syracuse
University libraries will not only be moving into a fine new building with
space and comforts for books and readers, but will also be stepping across the
threshold into a whole new library world.
It is difficult if not impossible for one who has never been a librarian to
imagine the masses of tedious clerical detail that must be meshed together to
make a book available when wanted. It is equally difficult to imagine the
complexity of figuring out how to organize these details so that modern
technology can handle them and speed up book processing.
Everyone knows of the ever increasing rate of book publication and
many know that libraries are always struggling to keep pace by increases in
purchases, but few envisage-the magnitude of the challenge in devising a way
for computers to prevent libraries from sinking hopelessly in a sea of print.
Someone described the situation of libraries today as kin to that of a man
with one foot in the 19th century, one in the 20th, gazing longingly toward
the 21st.
There is a historical parallel to what is happening in libraries today in
the crisis confronted by the United States census takers in 1880. Dr. John
Shaw Billings, director of the census for that year, noted that the growth in
the United States population between 1870 and 1880 made it impractical to
continue to count the census by the usual manual methods if totals were
needed much before 1890. Herman Hollerith, whose name is associated with
today's data processing cards and who was an associate of Billings, responded
to that challenge by devising the basic principles of coding information so
that it can be handled in digital form by a machine. With this development, a
process was started which is still revolutionary in character, as one
generation of computers overtakes another and new uses emerge almost
before the preceding bright idea has been fully absorbed.
It is too bad that Dr. Billings, who later became the first director of the
New York Public Library, was not still alive and on duty in the mid-1950s
when that library faced a crisis almost directly parallel to that of counting the
census in 1880. As book purchases ran ahead of budgets and staffs at an ever
Miss Knapp was the Citizenship Librarian at Syracuse University at the time
of her retirement this year.
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more alarming rate, smaller proportions of the new acquisitions were
cataloged each year. As the backlogs mounted, the productivity of the
catalogers went down. A five year backlog of uncataloged books piled up in
one two-year period. The odds of finding titles less than five years old in the
public card catalog went down correspondingly. In addition to that, the older
cards in the public catalog started to deteriorate: The system for handling
New York's magnificent collection hit capacity.
Now, twenty years later, plans are being made to bring in modern
machines to help solve the crisis, even though the budget is in such bad shape
that library hours have been curtailed and services cut back. The trustees of
the New York library recently asked a key staff member which he would
choose if faced with the dilemma of abandoning the plans for mechanization
or closing the library's doors. Without hesitation he replied, "I would close
the doors; without mechanization, we will have no library."
The crises faced by other libraries, including Syracuse, are somewhat
less dramatic, but are no less critical. Ask any student or faculty member who
suffers invisible tortures as he asks: "Was the book I requested ordered?"
"Has it been received?" "If so, why can't I have it immediately?" or "Am I
never going to get it?"
The Syracuse University library staff has developed what is said to be
one of the most interesting of current library experiments for solving this
basic library problem of getting a needed book to a patron fast and
efficiently. To handle all of the transactions affecting a book from the time it
is ordered until it is withdrawn from the system, only one record will be
made for that book. The essential information of the author, title, publisher,
date of publication, class number, location, plus one or two numbers useful
to the reference librarian, the book-keeper, and library management, is key
punched by the same coding system developed by Hollerith, and stored in the
University's computer. This single record can be used for ordering, receiving,
accounting, cataloging, circulating, binding, among other chores.
Through the use of terminals, machines that function like typewriters
and are connected with the computer either by cable or telephone, i.e., "on
line," a librarian or reader can get to that information, now covering the
1,250,000 books in the Syracuse University system, fast and accurately.
There are seven such terminals in the new Bird Library as well as others on
the campus, which are potentially available to the library.
Let me describe my introduction to this wonderful process. After
typing something on the terminal, I was asked by the computer, talking to me
through the terminal, "What is the pass word?" I typed out a number the
equivalent of saying "Charge it please." When I typed my name as requested,
the computer responded with "Welcome to the S.U. Library Terminal
Network." I proceeded with my queries, asking questions either by author or
title, and was told all there was to know about the status of various books,
until suddenly the machine said "eh" to me. I had forgotten to preface my

13

question with the code that told the computer that what I had typed was an
author's name and that I wanted to know what books of his we had in the
library. By this time, I, like my instructor, was referring to the computer as
"he" - or maybe it was a "she." It was all very straightforward. The
questions were answered courteously as long as they were asked precisely. At
the end "he" said "good-bye," told me we had talked twenty-two minutes,
and that the charge was seventy-four cents.
This remarkable single file eliminates the multitude of duplicate files
which exist in most libraries and which repeat over and over the same
bibliographic information for each separate library process. This elimination
of repetitive steps means that many more books get on the shelves faster and
with a smaller staff. Between 1965 and 1971, the number of volumes
processed by the Syracuse University Library doubled but the number of
staff members working on these routines decreased. Three years ago
thirty-two percent of the library staff worked on technical processes; today
only twenty-eight percent are doing that work, and the backlog of 50,000
uncataloged volumes has been reduced by almost three-fourths in two years.
How to mechanize the clerical routines of ordering and circulating
books, and accounting for them, has received much attention from libraries
all over the country in the last ten years and much has been learned. The next
big frontier for machines in libraries - and still a very adventuresome one - is
cataloging. On this front too, the university library at Syracuse has been
working out some interesting ideas.
If the cataloging of a book is ever to be easier and faster than sewing a
fine seam according to some charming, individual pattern, two things have to
happen: there has to be acceptance among libraries of some kind of
standardized format, and the information has to be available from large banks
of data stored in computers.
The cataloging and classification work of the Library of Congress has
gained wide acceptance as a pattern that is workable for most collections. For
ten years now, Syracuse University has taken Library of Congress catalog
cards and class numbers without change. This means that most books can be
processed for the shelves by clerks. Large numbers of expensive catalogers are
not needed in every library.
Since 1968, the Library of Congress has been coding its excellent
catalog information so that it can be read by a computer. The product is now
available to other libraries, referred to as MARC (MAchine Readable
Cataloging) tapes. The Library of Congress format for this MARC data has
been accepted internationally as a standard, i.e., it is in use not only in the
United States but also in England, France, Germany, Scandinavia, and in due
course will doubtless spread throughout the world.
The next big step will be to get libraries to cooperate together so that it
will be economical to use this computer-stored data. One such network,
covering Ohio, has been working since 1970. This Ohio College Library
14

Center (OCLC) has been able until recently to welcome additional participants. Negotiations are now going forward which will probably bring five
upstate New York libraries (FAUL, the Five Associated University Libraries)
and several major New England libraries (NELINET, New England Library
Network) - Yale, Harvard, and Dartmouth among them - into the OCLC
system.
All participating libraries are connected with the computer in Columbus, Ohio, the only computer in the world totally dedicated to library
purposes, by telephone lines. At the vario'us local terminals there are screens
similar to those of television. When the library staff member asks for
cataloging data for a given book, the facsimile of the Library of Congress card
is flashed on the screen within two seconds if the information is there. If the
card matches the book the staff member has in hand, the press of a button
will give the order to reproduce the appropriate number of cards in a
specified form. Cards are printed and put in alphabetic order that night a~d
mailed the next day. Experience has shown that for the average-size college or
university library, the computer will have catalog information for a majority
of the items requested.
And what of the books for which the computer does not have
information? Spot-checking suggests that for the most part these are the more
specialized books, of interest to researchers who are likely to be aware of
them either by author or title. If this is the case, such titles, if Syracuse has
them, are accessible through the computer and its terminals. It will be
possible to find them in the new Bird Library on the appropriate subject
floor, and to borrow them by using an arbitary control number, even though
they have not been cataloged. For the present, because of a recent severe
budget cut, the Syracuse University Library has decided that it will catalog
only those books for which data is available at OCLC. The cataloging
department has been discontinued as an organizational unit in the library
system. Later, when the budget permits, specialist catalogers will again be a
part of the staff, but they will be attached to the various subject departments
and will catalog books on a selective basis according to departmental
priorities. When original cataloging is resumed by Syracuse, the resultant data
will be put into the computer bank in Ohio.
The prophets foretell that regional networks will multiply rapidly in the
next few years. New York State anticipates action that will produce a
network serving the whole state, public and private libraries, large and small,
within five years. This may be a duplicate of the Ohio Center system or an
adaptation of it. A similar development will probably take place in New
England in the very near future. It is even reported that the nirvana of a
national bibliographic network - with regions talking to each other even
though they may have different types of computers - may not be too many
millenia away.
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Syracuse University Library, 1871-1972
by Daniel Brassell
Syracuse University Library has had to cope with financial problems
ever since its modest beginnings in 1871. With careful budgeting and generous
donations from numerous benefactors, however, it has achieved a respected
position as one of the more interesting and varied collections in the United
States.
The library, located originally on the second floor of what was then
known as the Myers Block at East Genessee and Montgomery Streets, was a
humble affair when it first opened its doors in 1871. Mr. John P. Griffin was
appointed the first librarian in May of that year. Apparently his duties were
neither rigorous nor time-consuming as Mr. Griffin was also registrar and clerk
of the University. The library certainly was of no great size and it must
have been a simple operation to move it into its new quarters in Room 207 of
the Hall of Languages in 1873, where the reading area seated twenty-five
people. A wire 'cage surrounded the book collection, and books were allowed
to be used only in the reading room, surely a great inconvenience because the
library was open only during the week from nine until one o'clock. Use of the
catalog, always kept locked in the office of the registrar, was deemed a great
privilege.
By 1877, the collection had grown to approximately 10,000-11,000
volumes. In the following year Syracuse University Library became the
government depository for the area, due to the efforts of Mr. Frank Hiscock,
Syracuse attorney and later Chief Judge of the New York Court of Appeals,
and by the mid-1880s, had developed a respectable collection for a small
upstate New York university with an enrollment of some 500 students.
One event which brought world-wide attention to the library and, in
the words of one historian, heightened "the prestige and standing of the
Mr. Brassell, who holds a Master's degree in History from San Diego State

College, is a graduate student in' the School of Library Science at Syracuse
and is employed in the library. Among the sources for his article were
Syracuse University Archives and Syracuse University by W. Freeman Galpin,
Syracuse University Press, 1952.
All illustrations accompanying the article are from Syracuse University
Archives.
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University throughout the American academic world," was the accessiop of
the private library of the German scholar Leopold von Ranke, considered by
many one of the great historians of the century. The acquisition of the Von
Ranke Library, described elsewhere in this issue of The Courier, resulted from
the efforts of Dr. Charles W. Bennett, a former professor and librarian at
Syracuse who discovered the availability of the library, and Dr. John M. Reid,
a friend of the University whom Dr. Bennett persuaded to provide the funds
for the purehase. Reid attached only one, stipulation to his magnificent gift,
that a fire-proof building be constructed to house the new library. This
demand was the motivation for the erection of the first building to be
constructed on the campus that was designed solely to house a library. After
a prolonged campaign to raise the $40,000 needed, the Von Ranke Library,
now the Administration Building, was opened for use in 1889. The von
Ranke collection, which had been stored in the basement of the Hall of
Languages awaiting the completion of its new home, was moved into the new
library building during March and April of 1889. One minor accident was
recorded during the move: an iron stairway collapsed under the weight of "a
corpulent faculty member."
The von Ranke collection almost doubled the number of volumes in the
library and apparently served as a stimulus to other donors. In his report of
1891, the librarian, Henry O. Sibley, noted the size of the library's collection
as nearly 42,000 volumes, including agout 6,000 books and pamphlets that
had been donated since the opening of the new building. In comparison, forty
books and nine pamphlets were purchased during the same period. The
paucity of library funds evidenced by the small book budget was a reflection
of the continuing financial difficulties of the University. The almost total
reliance on gifts resulted in a collection strong in history, theology,
philosophy and literature but weak in the sciences and arts. It also meant that
most books being acquired by the library were not of recent publication and
in many cases of limited value to the student. Nevertheless, Syracuse
University Library had become the third largest college library in the state of
New York by 1892, when students numbered approximately 700.

THESE DOOKS ARE NOT
TO BE REmOVED FRom
THIS Room UNDER ANY
CIRcumSTANCES WHAT.
EVER.
Implacable rule of 1885.
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The Von Ranke Library in 1889 (now the Administration Building),
the first library building on the campus.

Within a few short years after the opening of the Von Ranke Library,
repairs and extra space were sorely needed. In 1894 the librarian reported
leaks in the roof and the need for better ventilation, a carpet, a cabinet,
additional radiators, and an addition at the west end of the building to house
a reference library and reading room. Mr. Sibley ended his report, as he would
virtually every annual report he wrote, by stating that "the crying need is
books." In an effort to cope with crowded and inadequate conditions, two
major policy changes were effected. First, the library rules were liberalized to
allow students to take books from the library and library hours were
lengthened. Second, in 1895 the Dewey Decimal System was adopted in place
of the fixed location for each book, the practice previously followed. After
several temporary expedients had been tried, a west wing was added to the
Von Ranke Library in 1903 but it was found inadequate for the library's
needs the very next year.
The inadequacy of library space was soon remedied when in 1905 the
University solicited a $150,000 contribution from Andrew Carnegie for a new
library building. Carnegie's stipulation that matching funds be raised as an
endowment for the library was soon met through large donations provided by
John D. Archbold, vice president of the Standard Oil Company of New Jersey
and president of the University's Board of Trustees, and Samuel W. Bowne,
also a member of the Board of Trustees. The Carnegie Library opened for use
in late 1907 and received high praise from several sources. The librarian at the
University of Pennsylvania thought "that it was the best planned college
library in the country, and that more things could be done in it at less
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expense of time and space than in any other library of his acquaintance."
Chancellor James R. Day thought the new library filled all the needs and
expectations of the university community.
With a magnificent new building and a large endowment, it may have
seemed to many that the library's problems were at last solved. This
unfortunately was not to be the case. A $100,000 endowment fund
established by Dr. Reid for the library was channeled eventually into other
projects. The Carnegie Endowment Fund was invested in building a
dormitory for men, now Sims Hall, the profits from which were to go to the
library, but these funds were far from sufficient to meet library expenses. The
situation 'worsened during a period of financial crisis for the University
beginning in 1909. By the end of the academic year 1909-1910, Syracuse
University had 3,200 students with a library of about 80,000 volumes. The
appropriations for the library for 1909-1910 included $9,600 for salaries,
$670 for binding and expenses, and a $3,600 book budget. The librarian
estimated that other institutions in New York were accessioning ten books
for everyone accessioned at Syracuse. Syracuse at this time ranked thirteenth
in the nation in the number of students but only twenty-second in the size of
its library.
Around the turn of the century many departments in the University
began establishing their own specialized collections. These libraries developed
through donations and annual "book days" which were parties given each
year to raise funds for the departmental libraries. The small libraries had
certain advantages that were not to be found in the Carnegie Library. They
held small, specialized collections, had open stacks, and were convenient to
use. There were, however, several drawbacks. The departmental libraries had
irregular hours and lacked library personnel. The books were not cataloged
and classified until students of the Library School, working as volunteers,
arranged some of the largest collections. By 1905 ten departments had their
own libraries with more than 17,000 volumes combined, ranging from
History with more than 2,800 to Chemistry with 65 voiumes.
Departmental libraries were not viewed favorably by the professional
library staff. The librarians pressed for the reduction of the number of
libraries to one per building with a trained librarian at each branch, the
maintenance of regular hours, and the holding at the branch library of only
working collections rather than of the complete collection of a specialized
subject. By 1927 there were sixteen departmental libraries with Slocum Hall
alone housing those of the Agriculture, Architecture, Business Administration
and Home Economics departments. Librarians in their yearly reports pointed
to the expense and duplication of departmental libraries, the inaccessibility
and unfamiliarity of these libraries to most of the students, and the
inadequate open hours. These arguments began to have effect by the end of
the decade as a policy of consolidating the departmental libraries into one
branch library in each building was initiated. By 1931 there were nine
branches and the four departmental libraries in Slocum Hall.
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The growth of departmental libraries was only one of several problems
faced by the librarians in the 1920s. The basic problem, as always, was
financial. The years of World War I and those immediately after it were
particularly bad ones for the library, with some slight improvement toward
the end of the decade. New methods of teaching, stressing the use of
collateral readings rather than dependence on a single textbook, caused an
unprecedented growth in the demands on the library. Another problem was
that of space; by 1927 lack of space forced many students using the library to
sit on radiators or on the stairs. Despite this deplorable crowding of library
facilities, non-library departments continued to occupy space in Carnegie.
The ground floor was used for classrooms, a storage area, a paint shop and a
bindery that was not used. On the main floor a third of the available space
was allotted to the YWCA and the Library School. On the third floor a large
amount of space was devoted to seminar rooms and faculty offices. In one
fashion or another, the problem of space for the library collection and those
wishing to use it has continued until the present day.
Maintenance of an adequate staff with adequate pay was an acute
problem in the 1920s. As a result of the library's financial difficulties during
and following World War I, the number of library personnel was below the
pre-World War I level. In the librarian's annual report for 1925 it was claimed
that the amount budgeted for library salaries at Syracuse was on a scale
comparable to universities with one-tenth the registration of Syracuse
University, and that members of the library staff could easily find
employment at other libraries with the expectation of salaries 25 to 50
percent higher than at Syracuse.
The poor condition which the library faced in the 1920s worsened in
the 1930s. The library staff received a ten percent cut in salaries and many of
its members took one-to-six-month leaves of absence without pay in 1933-34.
Once again the librarian, this time Wharton Miller who had assumed the post
in 1927, requested that Syracuse University staff salaries be raised "at least to
the minimum level existing throughout the country" and that the staff be
"increased to a number sufficient to operate efficiently in the space
available." A survey committee examined the library in 1934-35 and found it
to be "wholly inadequate in space for books and for readers." In an attempt
to compensate for the lack of space in Carnegie, the number of branch
libraries was expanded. This the survey committee believed was a waste of
both space and salaries. With regard to the Carnegie building, the survey
committee found that there was inadequate lighting, poor ventilation, walls
needing paint, floors in poor and in some cases dangerous condition, and
worn-out equipment in need of replacement.
In spite of these difficulties, the library continued to grow in
collections and personnel and to improve service. Many non-library functions
were moved out of Carnegie to other quarters in order to gain some of the
desperately needed space for the library. The storage rooms on the ground
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floor were converted to offices, classrooms and a Library School study, and
the YWCA was moved to the Chapel. The Library School rooms on the main
floor were converted to Art and Reference rooms and in 1935 a listening
room was installed. The von Ranke collection was now considered out of date
and was moved to a room prepared especially for it on the fourth floor.
The demand for more library space became even more. pressing in the
next decade. Annually, the librarian reported the need for a new building,
describing Carnegie as "an ill-suited, over-crowded, poorly equipped, wretchedly lighted, noisy, inefficient building" which "can only be more forcef.ully
related as the number of students increases and as new demands are made on
it by recentlS' appointed faculty members who are accustomed to better
conditions, better treatment." Three plans for the library were discussed:
remodeling Carnegie and building an addition to it, building a new library
near Slocum Hall, and building a new library on the site of the Hall of
Languages. Fo.rtunately, the plan to demolish the Hall of Languages was never
executed, although the librarian, while acknowledging that this would be the
most costly of the three plans, thought the idea had "the value of keynoting
Syracuse as a learned institution by featuring the library as the most
important structure."
Despite the plans for building a new library or extending Carnegie, no
move was made by the University to expand library space. Rather, the
University was looking toward expanding the library book collection to
facilitate the establishment of doctoral programs. An important component
in the move to expand the available library research materials was the Army
Air Force, which gave the library $7.50 per year for each World War II Air
Cadet training at the University. This enabled the library to increase its book
budget from $27,060 in 1942-43 to $45,360 in the following year.
While funds for books finally were being increased, staff salaries were
still low, forcing the library to accept what it could get in the way of staff. In
1943 Wharton Miller gloomily forecast a staff "forever feminized" because
salaries were not high enough to attract any men to join the staff. He also
noted that in a ten-month period almost a third of the staff had left for
greener pastures and that "the quality of the staff and, therefore, the quality
of the work performed has seriously deteriorated." Nearly a decade later he
reported that despite recent salary increases, the staff salaries were $600
below the national average.
The size of the book collection continued to grow at a rapid rate in the
last half of the 1940s and into the 1950s. One hundred thousand volumes
were added between 1947 and 1954, giving the library 487,000 volumes, or
three and one half times the 136,000 it contained in 1927. In spite of this
tremendous growth, the library was in the same building it had occupied since
1907, which caused Mr. Miller to lament that Carnegie "unfortunately, is
strong, sturdy and in good repair" which made it "difficult to realize that it is
not suitable for library purposes, that it is inefficient as any library building
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can be, that it cannot be made more efficient, that it can take no more
books."
Two major decisions were made in the 1950s concerning the book
collection. One was to invest heavily in microfilm reproductions in order to
save space and to obtain materials not available in book form. The microfilm
collection grew steadily and became one of the largest in the United States.
The other major decision was to create a Rare Book department to collect
and preserve rare materials. Through the generosity of George Arents, a noted
book collector, director of several corporations, and a Syracuse alumnus, two
rooms on the third floor of Carnegie Library were converted into the Rare
Book department in 1956. Many valuable books and collections were added
gradually, including the von Ranke collection, the Arents Stephen Crane
collection, the Spencer collection of books and serials on Japan, the Leyh
collection, and the Edward FitzGerald collection, to name just a few.
At the end of the 1950s a decision was made to use the former
Continental Can Company building on Erie Boulevard as storage for the
overflow of books from Carnegie and the branch libraries. Known as the
"Library Annex," this building also was used to house the major portion of
the vast manuscript collection which was ranked as the tenth largest in the
United States in 1967. Obviously, the use of this building as a warehouse for
a large part of Syracuse University Library could be only a temporary
expedient.
Several major events made the 1960s a time of change for the library
and held the promise of a brighter future. In 1965 John S. and Edith
Mayfield presented to Syracuse University their personal library of more than
38,000 volumes and 15,000 manuscripts featuring English and American
literature of the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. This was by far the
largest collection ever given to the library. During this period planning was
begun to automate as many library procedures as possible in order to save
funds and improve services. Another important innovation was the creation
of the Five Associated University Libraries (FAUL) of Syracuse, Cornell
University, the University of Rochester, the State University at Binghamton
and the State University at Buffalo. This association was formed to promote
greater coordination and cooperation of the major university libraries in
upstate New York. Among the many other changes were the creation of a
Government Documents department in 1965-66, the establishment of blanket
standing order agreements with all the major publishers, and in 1965-66 the
opening of the stacks for direct use by the students and faculty for the first
time in the library's history.
The most important event in the 1960s was the decision to build the
long-awaited, long-overdue new library building. By 1968 it was estimated
that C'arnegie Library contained twice the number of books and six times as
many staff members as the architects had planned for it originally in 1903-04.
To replace the sixty-five-year-old Carnegie Library as the main library
structure on campus, the seven-floor Ernest S. Bird Library has been
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constructed with a capacity of 1,500,000 volumes and seating for 2,700
people. The key word to describe this structure is flexibility; every attempt
has been made to design it for optimum use at present and to provide
adequate flexibility to insure optimum use in future years.
This year, 1972, Syracuse University Library is in its one hundred and
first year of operation. Difficulties have abounded in practically every period
of the library's development. Through it all, the library system has managed
to survive, to bear with the situation, to cope with the difficulty, to
improvise, and, of greatest importance, to grow. The new Ernest S. Bird
Library stands as witness to this worthy past and symbol of hope for the
future.
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The Past as Future
by Antje B. Lemke
The library holds not a mere collection of information ...
but the tissue of understanding that makes experience make
sense.
- Gerard Piel
As soon as man began to record information, he faced two questions:
how to find material that was durable enough to preserve his message, and
how to find material that was easy to handle, could be drawn on quickly and
could be carried with ease. Stone seemed to be the least perishable substance,
but while it was ideal for monuments in honor of gods or rulers, it certainly
was not practical for business transactions or scholarly pursuits. Thus, from
the beginning of writing to our day, those who have been concerned with
communication - publishers, librarians and all who write or use books - have
been concerned with these two issues: durability and mobility.
Practically all substances on which man can draw or engrave have been
used for the recording of messages: pebbles, rocks, clay, the bark and leaves
of trees, the marrow of the papyrus plant, animal skins, metals, paper, and
today a variety of synthetic products such as cellophane and magnetic tape.
The rulers of ancient Egypt believed (or certainly hoped) that stone
would last forever; yet we know that it can be and often has been destroyed
in seconds. The Essenes thought that copper would last longer than
parchment; while the text of the Dead Sea Scrolls is written on parchment,
they put the map that indicated the location of their archives and treasures
on a copper scroll. Copper, however, corrodes under certain conditions and
can be even less durable than animal skins.
Marcus Claudius Tacitus, a Roman Emperor of the third century, did
not believe in the permanence of any material, so he asked his librarians to
have ten copies of the most important works re-copied every year. This was
supposed to take care of wear and tear. In addition, he distributed books to
different locations in the hope that at least some would survive whatever
catastrophes might besiege the country. Without resorting to the extreme of
copying the same book every year, we know that the principle is sound. Great
Mrs. Lemke is an Associate Professor in the School of Library Science and
Chairman of the Publications Committee of Syracuse University Library
Associates.
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Babylonian clay tablets from approximately 1000 B.C.
Owned by the author.

works like Homer's Iliad or Dante's Divine Comedy have survived only
because they have been copied again and again. And this is what we do today;
we copy books when paper becomes brittle, and we distribute copies to
protect them against the forces of nature or human folly.
We have developed many aids to prolong the life of books, among them
temperature and humidity control, but we still wrestle with the question of
preservation, or permanence, and we experiment continuously with all kinds
of substances. A striking example of an attempt to use material that was used
more than three thousand years ago by the Sumerians and other early
civilizations is found in the suggestion of a famous nineteenth century
American librarian. In 1853 Everett Jewett, librarian of the Smithsonian
Institution, suggested the establishment of a central catalog for the United
States, a National Union Catalog - on baked clay tablets! Since the advent of
parchment and paper, nobody in Europe or America had thought of reviving
the use of one of the materials that served during the early stages of
communication. Frederic Poole, another famous librarian, commented on Mr.
Jewett's enterprise thirty years later:
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(Mr. Jewett's) scheme was to stereotype in separate blocks
the titles of books, using a material cheaper than metal, keeping
these blocks in stock, and printing from them all the library
catalogues of the country. The material he used was a clay from
Indiana. Congress made an appropriation for executing the plan! I
recollect that the librarians of the country generally favored it,
and that I did not. I remember that I spoke of it at the time as
"Prof. Jewett's mud catalogue." My views concerning it were
based on some practical knowledge of legitimate typography, and
from specimens of the work which Prof. Jewett exhibited....
(The scheme) failed in this instance from mechanical defects in the
process - the shrinking and warping of the blocks in baking, and
the intractable nature of the material when baked, which made
the exact adjustment of the blocks on the press impossible. l

If Mr. Jewett had investigated the reasons why the use of clay tablets had
been discontinued, he might have found many references to their shortcomings and could have saved much time and government money.
If we look at the overall convenience of any vehicle of communication,
including the variety of media from tape recorders to teaching machines, we
can agree with Bruno Augenstein, Vice President of the Rand Corporation,
who described the book as the most adaptable and simple medium for
conveying knowledge. He especially referred to the "portability, the excellent
file, random access, and search features; the ability to make manual
corrections, the high information - density, and the immediate usability, i.e.,
no warm-up or programming."2 It is, therefore, not surprising that from the
second century B.C., when the first codices came into use, to our present day,
the book, a set of sheets between two covers, has remained the most
expedient container of information and thought.
What has changed are the form and content of a book: from
calligraphy, in which every letter was carefully executed, to print from
woodblocks, to mass-produced metal type developed by Johann Gutenberg,
and finally to electronic typesetting; from line drawings to photography.
It is interesting to see how the letter reflects the times and area in
which it was produced. We can look, for example, at early medieval
manuscripts such as the Book of Kells or the Lindisfarne Gospels, where we
see immediately that the illustrations are based on contemporary life. The
ornaments reflect patterns from Celtic woodcarving, weaving and jewelry,
together with symbolic and stylistic elements from Graeco-Roman, even
Coptic, art. This exact reflection of the civilization of England and Ireland in
the early Middle Ages demonstrates how local tradition was mixed with the
culture introduced by Christian missionaries.
1
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As we look at these richly decorated pages of the sixth and seventh
centuries in which individual letters are often hard to read in the profusion of
ornamental detail, we must remember that readability was not of primary
concern in an age when literacy was an exception. These volumes were meant
to glorify, not to clarify. They were produced primarily for representation, as
treasures. Even priests and some of the missionaries were not able to read the
Latin text, written so carefully and we assume so lovingly by the scribes in
the medieval monastery. In many Bibles, for example in the Lindisfarne
Gospels, we find that those who used the book for religious services wrote the
text in the vernacular under the Latin text, line for line. Herein lies the origin
of the phrase, "reading between the lines." These people literally read
between the lines in order to understand the message.
It would be artificial to copy early calligraphy today, except for
commemorative purposes. But we can still learn much from the appearance of
these volumes, as well as from the finest examples of early printing. In all of
them the forms, Le., type, illustrations and binding, both in themselves and in
their relation to each other, reflect the content. There is an inner
organizational coherence between medium and message so they form a
meaningful entity. This principle should apply to all documentation, whether
we have a scroll, a letter, a pamphlet or a book. Who would xerox a love
letter?
Just as books can be defined as any record of thought in symbols and
not just as the kind of book we have on our shelves, a library can be seen in a
much larger context than the conventional book collection. The best example
of this broad view is found in a book on ancient libraries by Ernest Cushing
Richardson, a former librarian of Princeton University (1890-1920). For him,
library history begins with the Pre-cosmic libraries; these are followed by
Pre-human, Pre-adamite and Adamite libraries. Only after these does he
introduce the Sumerian, Babylonian and Egyptian collections. In other
words, for him libraries begin with the beginning of life.
Richardson's chapter on pre-cosmic collections begins, "The oldest of
all alleged libraries are the libraries of the Gods," and after enumerating some
of these - the libraries of Brahma, Odin and Thoth for example - he states
that by many all creation was looked on as a library!
To the ancient Babylonians the stars of heaven were
themselves books in which could be read the secrets of heaven
and earth, and the destiny of mankind. The whole firmament was
thus a library of celestial tablets. 3
These are beautiful thoughts and Richardson's imagination stimulates us to
see the library not only as an institution but as a concept. This view becomes
especially interesting in connection with our contemporary efforts to extend
3
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A page from the Lindisfarne Gospels. From a facsimile edition in the
Rare Book Department of the Library.

the library's functions beyond traditional services into those of broader
information centers.
Richardson introduces another thought in his chapter on pre-human
libraries, the libraries of plants and animals, that is of striking actuality today.
In 1914, before the emergence of cybernetics and biochemistry or biophysics,
he wrote,
It is a little figurative to say that a tree which carries in
itself a hundred annual records of its growth is a library in the
sense of a public record office.... There is, however, a certain
analogy which the discussion of natural records and object
writing suggests. This may even have some slight germ of
scientific interest.... Where there is memory, there may be
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groups of memorized records, which would be collections of very
rudimentary books. 4

In 1967 Robert Sinsheimer in his essay, The Book of Life, referred to
the nature of the universal molecular language in which genetic biological
information is inscribed, conserved, and transmitted from .cell to daughter cell
and from generation to generation. He compared a Mayan codex, which can
not yet be deciphered, with a set of human chromosomes, which he calls an
encyclopedia, a book that includes "instructions in a curious, and wonderful
code, for making a human being."5
To my knowledge, Richardson is the only historian of his time who saw
libraries in this universal setting. He recognized the conventional library, the
library of records or documents, as one of many com~unication systems of
man, to be seen in the context of life as such.
I[ we now take a look at the ancient book collections as the
predecessors of our library, we are justified in skipping the libraries of the
Sumerians, Assyrians, Babylonians and Egyptians. Through excavations like
those at Nineveh and Nippur, executed around the turn of the century, we
know that huge archives of government records, laws, and various branches of
literature existed in the Mesopotamian area around 3000 B.C., but their use
was relatively limited and we do not know much about their organization.
The first great library system, based on the Greek concept of Paidea yet
far surpassing the small collections of Athenian scholars, was that of
Alexandria. Under the Ptolemies in the third century B.C., scholars, artisans,
merchants, scientists - and without doubt public relations experts - came to
Alexandria, the newly founded city in the Nile delta which soon became the
center of Hellenistic civilization. The Ptolemies were eager to propagate
Greek ideals and in their empire, during the last three centuries before
Christianity, we find one of the most colorful civilizations. Greeks, Romans,
Jews and Egyptians, Persians, Syrians, Africans and Indians created the
cosmopolitan atmosphere in which many languages were spoken, in which
many religious and social customs tried to coexist. It is no wonder that
libraries in this capital had more in common with today's New York Public
Library than the medieval libraries, or even the libraries of the European
capitals such as London and Paris far into the twentieth century.
The main library of Alexandria was part of the Museum, the temple of
the Muses, located in the palace district. The Museum was a kind of research
foundation, academy and cultu'ral center under royal patronage, consisting of a group of buildings similar to a cultural center or a campus
today. They were equipped for various scientific, scholarly and artistic
purposes and included observatories, a library and various collections,
4
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surrounded by botanical and zoological gardens. The structure and the
atmosphere might be seen as a combination of the Princeton Institute of
Advanced Studies and the Lincoln Center in New York City. A gap between
the sciences and the humanities did not exist. The director of the Museum
was appointed by the Ptolemies and later by Roman emperors. They selected
outstanding scholars who in turn invited young men to work and study with
them individually or in small seminars. There were no formal classes, no
examinations, credits or degrees; the fellows succeeded on the basis of their
contributions and recommendations.
Great scholars like Euclid, Eratosthenes and Callimachus spent most of
their adult lives at the Museum and the intellectual climate must have been
most attractive. It is especially interesting that the Museum was entirely
government-supported, yet there was apparently complete intellectual freedom and scholars could pursue their aims without religious or political
pressures.
The library was an essential part of this institution and it was divided
into faculties or subject departments corresponding to the departments of the
Museum. We have here, existing more than 2000 years ago, "a model of the
principles we try to realize in our national libraries, in academic libraries, and
to some extent in public and school libraries today. In Alexandria the library
was not a service annex to provide materials for those who requested them
now and then; it was an integral part of the overall program of the institution.
Like many libraries today, the Alexandrian library started out by
acquiring existing collections, from the Peripatetic School in Athens, from
wealthy collectors, and by robbing incoming ships. In addition, current
literature had to be acquired. This could be done only through the
establishment of a workshop, a scriptorium, in which manuscripts were
copied. Everything relating to book production was actually the librarian's
responsibility, from the procurement of papyrus or parchment and ink to the
employment of copyists, editing, and translating the text. He also was
responsible for organizing the collection, which included the production of
catalogs and/ or bibliographies.
It is hard to tell how many volumes the Museum library and its
daughter library, the Serapeum, actually held. Figures vary from two hundred
thousand to seventy thousand, depending on whether physical or bibliographical units were counted and upon the accuracy or exaggeration of the
accounts, which often were designed to glorify the library. Whatever the true
number, this was the largest collection not only in classical antiquity but until
our own day.! Through the Middle Ages libraries had eighty or a hundred,
sometimes three hundred, books. In the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries
a library with a few thousand volumes was considered outstanding.
With a collection in the hundred thousands and a program that went far
beyond the "collection and preservation" policy which we usually attribute
to ancient libraries, two services were essential in order to fulfill the functions
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Interior of the Alexandrian library from Hellenistic descriptions.
The scribe's inscription reads "the medicine chest of the soul."
Courtesy of the Bettmann Archive, New York City.
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of an international research library: 1) the material that came to the library,
which frequently was in poor condition through mistakes, omissions, etc.,
had to be carefully selected and edited, and 2) a comprehensive descriptive
bibliography had to be compiled.
In the process of text comparison and editing much excellent work was
produced at the Alexandrian library. Zenodotus, one of the first librarians,
contributed the first carefully prepared edition of Homer. He arranged the
Iliad and the Odyssey into the twenty-four books with which we are familiar
today. Aristotle of Byzantium edited Pindar in seventeen books. The
translation of the Septuagint, the authentic edition of the Old Testament, was
the teamwork of Jewish scholars at the Alexandrian library. (That the
Septuagint was produced in seventy days may be apocryphal.) These scholar
librarians contributed greatly to grammar, text criticism and methods of
comparative literature study.
The second contribution was the production of a bibliography and the
resulting development and formulation of bibliographic method and form.
Callimachus of Cyrene, a scholar librarian, was charged with this task. The
original bibliography is no longer extant, but references and quotations from
the Pinakes give us a good picture of the original.
The term Pinakes (tablets) for the title seems to indicate that this
bibliography or catalog was based on a shelf list engraved on tablets. The first
section of the one hundred and twenty volumes had the subtitle, "Table and
register of dramatic poets, chronologically arranged from the earliest times."
Subsequent sections dealt with non-dramatic poetry, law, philosophy,
history, oratory and miscellaneous subjects. The entries gave much bibliographical and biographical detail including the author's name, incipit (the
opening words), and number of lines. The latter served to check completeness
of the work and to pay the copyist. Callimachus supposedly recorded about
ninety thousand titles and his successors continued his work on the Pinakes.
He organized and supervised the work; the technical task was carried out by
slaves. One of the extant fragments of Callimachus' work includes the useful
adage, "I sing nothing unattested, nothing that is not checked and
authenticated.' ,
The Alexandrian libraries survived into the Roman period and gradually
disintegrated during the civil wars. The Serapeum was closed officially in 391
under the Patriarch Theophilus. It would be interesting to trace the links
from Alexandrian scholarship, especially text criticism, encyclopedic and
bibliographic study, through Arabian and Byz~ntine libraries to the universities of Paris and Oxford. In a recent J. Wesley Smith cartoon, we see a man
with five rolls under his arm, facing a librarian who says, "Not here at
Alexandria! If you got them at our Babylon branch, return them at our
Babylon branch."
Naturally, the Alexandrian library did not provide for all of the services
we have today. It did, however, include the basic functions of preservation
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and organization and provided some impoltant services which have been lost
over the centuries but are of special interest to us today:
1. Libraries were community-oriented research and information
centers, integrated with other cultural services of the city and
state.
2. Librarians were instrumental in the production ~f books, making their selections before books were produced in multiple
copies.
The first concept of a stronger integration of libraries with community
needs is just emerging on the horizon of contemporary library planning, and
will, no doubt, be one of the major library concerns in the future. The second
concept is usually rejected by libraria!ls who fear that involvement in
publication might be viewed as censorship. At best they select their
acquisitions, yet frequently they issue blanket orders for everything certain
publishers produce. Thus more and more material - books, microforms,
tapes, and other new media - accumulate and librarians become administrators of giant storehouses. 6 In 1934 Ortega y Gasset in his prophetic lecture,
"The Mission of the Librarian," stated the truism, "There are too many
books. Many of them are useless and stupid, their existence and their
conservation is a dead weight upon humanity which is already bent low under
other loads." Librarians, he suggested, rather than trying to catch up with
quantity, should concern themselves with two things: selection and bibliography.7
These issues, once the concern of the greatest library in classical times,
have become the main issues of most contemporary libraries. New technology
and management theories help us with the problems of bibliographic
organization and access to information. The number of computer-produced
indexes increases constantly; we have machine readable catalogs and access to
central data banks from remote terminals. However, we have not solved the
crucial question of selection, Le., how to decide what to put into the data
banks. Jesse Shera of Case Western Reserve University suggests "birth
control" for publications. Kenneth Boulding asks for "active rather than
passive librarians, who will condense and filter information" in this age of
"information overload,"s and J.D. Licklider refers to "neolibraries" as
"procognitive systems which will extend into the process of generating,
organizing, and using knowledge."9
6The association of quantity with status among research libraries may have added to the
phenomenon of rapid growth. In the 1960s, to reach the million mark often seemed
more desirable than satisfactory service to library clientele.
7

8

9

Jose Ortega y Gasset, The Mission of the Librarian, 1961. Translation of an address
delivered at the International Congress of Bibliographers and Librarians in Paris, 1934.
Kenneth Boulding, "The Specialist with an Universal Mind," Management Science, Vol.
14, No. 12, Aug. 1968, p. 651.
J.D.R. Licklider, Libraries of the Future, 1965, p. 6.
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It is too early to predict how we will wrestle with the problem of direct
involvement in production and selection, but there is little doubt that this
function must be added once again to the universal library tasks of
preservation and dissemination of information.
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Leopold Von Ranke and the
Von Ranke Library
by Jeremy C. Jackson

If a man perform that which hath not been attempted before; or
attempted and given over; or hath been achieved, but not with so
good circumstance; he shall purchase more honor than by
effecting a matter of greater difficulty or virtue, wherein he is but
a follower.
In a remarkably accurate way, these words of Francis Bacon from his essay,
"Of Honor and Reputation," stand sober epitaph to the achievement of
Leopold von Ranke. For, alike praised or criticized for what he was not, he
has less often been appreciated for what he was - in the words of that stern
critic, Lord Acton, not only the writer of "a larger number of mostly
excellent books than any other historian" but also the master of method who
"showed how it could be done." A fair judgment in 1886, G.P. Gooch,
standing in the same tradition of shrewd, sometimes ungenerous, English
criticism,! could echo it in 1950 as' equally "unchallengeable" then.
Certainly, it cannot be said that Ranke was the first historian to use
sources critically, to perform what had "not been attempted before" Mabillon, in the late 17th century, was there ahead of him. But this attempt
had virtually been "given over" in that following age which saw the broad
philosophic historieS of Voltaire and Gibbon. Nor may it be denied that
Ranke enjoyed the "good circumstance" of a training in classical philology.
This placed him in the mainstream of a century which delighted in verification and gave him, in a milieu of Prussian historians writing regime-serving
text-books, an intellectual allegiance which was never outweighed by patriotic
sentiment, even in his middle and later years when his history of the
Hohenzollerns would -betray a teleological flavor. Of course, already, B.G.
Niebuhr had demonstrated how -to apply philology to classical history in
1811 when Ranke was a mere adolescent. But for young Ranke in his twenties to tuck the method under his arm and flee the Constantinople of classical
Dr. Jackson is an Assistant Professor ofHistory at Syracuse University.
1

As we know from the Ranke-Graves letters, purchased by the library in 1965, the only
country whose scholars did not celebrate Ranke's ennoblement in 1859 was England.
Ranke married an antecedent of Robert Graves, incidentally.
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Leopold von Ranke. The portrait, by H.G. Herrmann after J. Schrader,
Berlin, 1883, hangs in the George Arents Research Library

and biblical studies for the Italy of early modern European history was a significant breaching of the walls. And perhaps this particular analogy is not
without further usefulness. For avowedly, the Renaissance was not caused by
the Fall of Constantinople, yet the accession of manuscripts stimulated the
continuing work of the humanists; avowedly, too, Ranke was no Valla, Vico
or Voltaire, yet the stimulus of his books and teaching on the work of two
generations of European historians who performed a greater quantity of substantial scholarly labor than any generations before or since can hardly be
ignored.
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Nevertheless, in matters "of greater difficulty or virtue" he was "but a
follower." He was not a pioneer in the history of thought; he did not, as
Gooch, again, would have put it, "solve the riddle of the Muse." Though
acutely conscious of epistemological issues, he never concertedly addressed
himself to them. Falsely accused, or praised, as a founder of the positivist,
historicist approach, he was in fact, as Noel Annan has written, perfectly
aware that some facts are more "important" than others and uniquely free of
that positivist vice of judging the past. Condemned to a trickle of citations in
Collingwood's The Idea of History, itself an apocalyptic tract hailing the
millenium of Benedetto Croce, Ranke deserved more and differently of the
historian whose death in 1943 took place within a stone's throw of where
Ranke himself had been married exactly 100 years earlier, on the shores of
Lake Windermere.
He was in his method and ideas a follower rather than an innovator even the famed seminar was borrowed from the academic tradition of the
philologists - and so merited on these scores no important place in
Collingwood's book. Collingwood might have pondered more, however, the
quality of Ranke's oeuvre. If his own scholarly output declined in value as he
strove to adapt his research to the procrustean bed of a favorite argument,
Ranke's retained its quality to the end. As Von Laue has remarked,2 there
was a fundamental stability of thought and character about Ranke which
enabled him to do justice to the past. "I rest satisfied in my Lord," he wrote
his brother in 1827; and, though too much of an individualist to be a strictly
orthodox Lutheran, this bedrock spiritual and intellectual conviction
spawned the temerity to confront and reveal the past "as it really was," to
quote that most famous phrase in his very first book.
In an age increasingly in retreat from the values that undergird what the
philosopher would call the subject-object relationship, that give concrete
meaning to the individual and to each unique event, that have fed, in other
words, that peculiarly Western intellectual preoccupation with history, it is
hardly surprising that the work of Ranke, which is the most fitting
monument to this tradition, should be held at a discount. Whether the small
revival in Ranke studies of late - in Germany the ebb and flow of such
studies follows its own peculiar rules - presages a reaction to prevailing
trends, remains to be seen. Two American publishers this year, for example,
promised volumes of Ranke extracts. Whether this fact is of greater
commercial than historiographical i,nterest is an open question. At least, the
lengthening gap between our days and those of the Nazis must also be taken
into account. This aside, there may be a connection between a revival of
interest in Ranke and a revived respect for historicism, considered in its
non-pejorative sense. But if this be the case, the Ranke revival may be a brief
2

Theodore von Laue, author of Leopold Ranke, The Formative Years, Princeton
University Press, 1950.
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one, for it would be based on a slight misconception of his own convictions.
The man who saw the shadow of God cast across the passing ages is not a
natural bedfellow for the 20th century historicist, even if this shadow can be
interpreted as paralleling the universals that the structuralists (cousins of the
historicists?) seek.
These matters, however, should not keep us any longer from discussing
Ranke in relation to his library. Overwhelming in their very number and
variety, his books remind one that there ~as never a great historian without
great erudition. Alongside imagination and intellectual integrity, erudition
completes the trinity of virtues essential to the writing of good history.
Ranke's erudition is legendary, of course, but his writings illustrate the other
two virtues equally well. What better sign of this Lutheran's integrity than his
miraculously impartial History of the Popes? As for his imagination, consider
this timeless evocation of Swiss mercenaries: "brave against iron, cowards
against gold.",
In Ranke's library, indeed - and this is one of the least appreciated
values of the collection - a first-class opportunity is presented of gauging for
oneself the stature of the man. After working almost daily in the collection in
the spring of 1971, going over each volume consecutively, I developed a
"feel" for Ranke which has mostly been confirmed by what I have read about
him since. And this is hardly surprising, for a library is a personal affair. My
experience is echoed in a letter of the eminent historian of Germany, Koppel
S. Pinson, who visited the collection in 1956 and subsequently wrote the
Curator of Special Collections, Lester G. Wells, as follows: "I think you have
done very wisely in keeping this collection intact. It gives you a concrete feel
of the scope of interest and vast erudition of this master historian that cannot
be gotten from any biographical publication."
A few months later, anticipating a visit to the Ranke Library, Felix
Hirsch, the well-known book scholar, wrote Dean of the Library School and
Librarian Wayne Yenawine: "For many years I harbored the wish to see the
Ranke collection in your library. I grew up in the tradition of Ranke's
historical methods and tendencies; I would be thrilled to see his books that
are now under your care." Meanwhile, a year before, Professor Walter Simon
of Cornell had received permission to bring his graduate students over to
browse around the books. This salutary academic ancestor worship also has
its devotees at Syracuse. In the past year, several faculty members took
classes up to 307 Carnegie, the home of the collection until the move to the
new building. Professor Fred Marquardt, with the kind permission of the Rare
Book Room staff, even conducted a class in the Arents Room itself, seated at
Ranke's great desk, beneath his imposing portrait, protected from any
contempt for his subject-matter by the battery of Ranke's collected works,
deployed in front of him.
More seriously, apart from producing a sense of respect for a great
scholar, browsing around the Ranke Library is an excellent introduction to
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the scholarly tradition in which Ranke was steeped, a tradition which we have
already identified as that specially Western historical tradition. A list of the
separate great source collections owned by Ranke, which have opened so
many doors to the past, would be tedious. But anyone at Syracuse with
serious interests in European history and literature has reason to be grateful
for such treasures as Muratori's Scriptores, Mansi's Sacrorum conciliorum,
the Corpus inscriptionum latinorum, the works of the Maurist fathers and,
however incomplete, the Monumenta Germaniae Historica. With such
valuable sources, one is not surprised to find a letter in the Ranke Library
correspondence file from Professor Milton Anastos of Harvard's Dumbarton
Oaks Research Library, pleading with Library Director Wharton Miller in
1950 to sell the Mansi. He says that he needs it desperately, is forced always
to consult copies elsewhere and will gladly pay the market price, quoting
figures in the $2,000 range. Miller jotted on the letter: "Refused over
telephone.... Can't sell him Ranke gift." He was alluding, of course, to the
inalienability clause covering the purchase in 1887.
Apart from the great document series, the collection also has extensive
memoir holdings which remind one that Ranke placed heavy stress upon the
personal opinions of contemporaries. Over and over again in his books he
compares and contrasts different accounts of the same events, sifting them
for value. It is therefore not surprising to find shelf upon shelf of
irreplaceable, often originally imprinted or handwritten, pamphlets, memoirs,
and reports. The Venetian relazioni are, naturally, the best known, a critical
catalog to the first hundred having been edited by three Syracuse scholars in
1952 and published by the University Press. No less important, however, are
the French political pamphlets spanning the century up to the start of Louis
XIV's personal rule in 1661 and then leaping forward to the Revolutionary
years. In addition, there are several of the great French memoir collections,
pride of place going to Petitot's 78-volume colossus, and volume upon volume
of loosely edited or unedited memoirs and pamphlets in all fields, some
bound by collectors in the 19th century, others (to my mind the least
exploited and least known part of the collection) in the 17th and 18th
centuries. In this last category fall such omnibus works as Anton Busching's
23-volume Magazin fur die Neue Historie und Geographie (Halle: 1779-93),
with fascinating pieces on all sorts of arcane topics.
Mention of the arcane does prompt the remark that while Ranke
gathered books for a purpose, he. also, like lesser mortals, "picked things up"
which were only tangential to his research or sometimes not germane at all.
Mrs. Barbauld's Lessons for Children (new ed., 1841) may indeed have been
his wife's contribution, not his. And considering his relative lack of interest in
American history, the chief value of a History of Lexington, Kentucky
(1872) would have to be the note on the inside cover: "To Dr. Leopold
Ranke from his American kinsman the author Geo. W. Ranck, Lexington
Kentucky, U.S.A. Nov. 30, 1872." Whether George Ranck was really a
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kinsman I do not at present know. Compared to the works of his German
"cousin," certainly, his History of Lexington, Kentucky was undoubtedly an
"unconsidered trifle." Rather weightier on an adjacent shelf rest the 17
volumes of Adrien Baillet's Jugemens des Savans sur les principaux ouvrages
des auteurs (new ed., 1725-35), a critic's harvest, surely.
For each work I happen to have mentioned there are a dozen, a
hundred or a thousand more to be enjoyed. Compared to one of the great
public or university libraries, obviously, Ranke's is not a huge collection. But
listen to what could be said of it in 1943, in comparison with other New
York State libraries. (Clearly, a shift in relative strength of such libraries has
taken place since 1943 - but, then, Ranke was no longer around.) Dr. Stieg,
librarian of Hamilton, then compiling A Union List of Collections of Source
Material on European History in New York State Libraries, wrote Library
Director Miller: "Syracuse stacks up very well on holdings and ranks with
Cornell, NYU and even Columbia. Rochester University and the Grosvenor
(in Buffalo) have practically nothing. And European history is not supposed
to be one of Syracuse's specialties!" (The pedagogical moral is obvious.)
Miller's jotted comment was: "Almost all of the Syracuse holdings to which
Stieg refers are from the Von Ranke Library." I need hardly belabor the
point, therefore, that, whatever rumors may say to the contrary, the Ranke
library is an immensely worthwhile collection. As Wiedemann, Ranke's
amanuensis, wrote, it has great value as the sum of the book acquisitions of a
superb intellect and scholar who was conscious not only of his own research
and reference needs but also of the necessity of introducing his graduate
students to the basic works in history. The Ranke library can more and more
be the place where, students and teachers alike in history and the cognate
fields, we can cut our teeth and realize more acutely than before the depths
of our ignorance and the shallowness of our preparation.
All this being said, how must one react to a thoughtful and by no
means scurrilous editorial in The Daily Orange, February 11, 1972, which
began with the statement, "When the von Ranke Library was donated to
Syracuse University in the last tentury, it should have been refused. To say
that Syracuse does not deserve the collection is to miss the point; our
university accepted a collection which it could not and would not
maintain." 3
For the sake of accuracy, it has to be pointed out that this is not
exactly how the collection came to Syracuse. For anyone who has studied the
various accounts of its acquisition, it is clear that Syracuse very actively
3The general context of this editorial was that the John Ben Snow Foundation's
generous gift of $100,000 for the Ranke library (1971) had been devoted not to the
restoration and extra cataloging of the collection but to its material housing on the
sixth floor of the new Bird Library. This use of the gift was with the express permission
of the donor, of course, but there had been discussion as to whether this was the best
way in which the money could be used.
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A letter from von Ranke to his Irish wife, Clara Graves, 1845.
From the Von Ranke Collection in the Rare Book Department of the Library.
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sought it through the agency of its first Librarian-cum-History professor Dr.
Charles Wesley Bennett who, though a professor at Garrett Biblical Institute
in Evanston, Illinois when the purchase was finally effected, still served as the
intermediary because of his original contacts in Berlin. In other words,
Syracuse cannot be considered as passive recipient unless one is to deny an
institution's responsibility for the actions of its own agent. Furthermore,
although the editorial goes on to suggest that the collection was seen purely
as a prestige item, this also is an indefensible statement. Neither Bennett, a
pupil of Ranke, 1866-69, who first had' the vision of trying to obtain his
teacher's library in 1875, nor Dr. John Morrison Reid, former president of
Syracuse's parent institution Genesee College and then president of the new
university's Board of Trustees, who provided the money, looked at it this
way. Obviously, it did lend prestige to a fledgling institution; and, considering
that several American universities - Harvard among them, it was rumored had been beaten to the post by Syracuse, Bennett and Reid could hardly have
been unhappy about the coup. But Bennett and Reid's stated intention was
to obtain the library as the nucleus for a scholarly research collection.
Bennett expressed this most tellingly in the text of an address he
prepared for the dedication of the "New Library," now the Administration
Building, in June, 1889. He recalled how he had said to Reid in 1875, "When
Leopold von Ranke dies you must purchase his library for the historical
department of Syracuse University. Then let the professors in each of the
departments find friends to make like purchases for them, and Syracuse will
be the best furnished institution of the land for original and scholarly work."
Certainly, the University was fortunate in having someone like Bennett
as its agent, a man of unusual drive and initiative. In deference to the other
"professors in each of the departments," furthermore, it must be conceded
that Bennett did have presented to him a concrete opportunity for which he
had not had to search. Nevertheless, the story of his enterprise, fueled by his
awareness that the University desperately needed books, remains impressive.
Bound for Europe anyway in the spring of 1886, when Ranke died,
Bennett soon guessed that his Berlin contacts might well destroy his chances
of obtaining the library through over-obsequious regard for the grief of the
family of the deceased. So, taking the bull by the horns, he went to Berlin
and extracted a firm promise from Ranke's son, Otto, that in the unlikely
event that the Prussian government should not buy the collection, it would go
to Syracuse by default. To Otto's growing dismay, as the fall of 1886 gave
way to winter, it became apparent that through the stubbornness of the
Finance Minister, Von Scholz, no transaction paying suitable honor to his
father's name and suitable money to the family could be completed. At this
crucial juncture, Bennett played his psychological trump card by telling Otto
that Syracuse would give him all he wanted, per agreement, until April 1, and
after that nothing. For Otto, this represented an immediate escape from
humiliation that could hardly be refused - at least someone still appreciated
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the value of the product. I think, too, that it is hard to imagine Otto's not
having savored the opportunity - even if, patriotically, he might regret it
later - of "punishing" the government by making its refusal to purchase the
occasion for the departure from the fatherland of the books of the man
whom the Minister of Religion and Culture called "a national German
intellectual hero." Be that as it may, the books in their eighty-three crates
came to Syracuse University.
The issue raised by the University's original acceptance and subsequent
treatment of the library, alluded to in The Daily Orange, cannot be so quickly
dismissed, however. After all, it was Ranke himself who advised: " ... no
search can bring to light anything worse than what is already assumed by
unfounded conjecture and received by the world as established truth." In the
spirit of this sentiment, I have been reading the quite extensive file relating to
the Ranke library, and the following facts strike me forcibly:
(1) If Bennett had the honor of "bagging" the catch, he was lucky not
to have had the job of cataloging and maintaining it, having left Syracuse in
1884.
(2) The man who did inherit this task was Henry Orrin Sibley, Library
Director from 1889. Bearing in mind that the eighty-three crates had arrived
in 1888, being temporarily stored awaiting the opening of the new library in
June, 1889, and that they contained about 20,000 books, pamphlets and
manuscripts, one can give credence to the Chancellor's statement in January
1890 that "The work of cataloging and arranging the library has gone forward
as rapidly as has been possible with the small force of inexperienced help at
our command. The librarian has toiled incessantly all day and fat into the
night to advance this work. Much has been done and much yet remains to
do.... It will yet be a considerable time before all the valuable treasures of
our library will be in shape for use."
(3) Exhausted librarian Sibley published part III of his article, "The
Library," in The University News, Feb. 9, 1891. He listed six things which
can deprive a library of its proper scholarly function. They were (1)
absorption in rare curios; (2) poor facilities - inadequate light, heat, etc.; (3)
insufficient staff; (4) defective or incomplete cataloging; (5) needlessly
complicated rules; (6) incapacity of the librarian, want of knowledge about
his books, surliness. Obviously, these are perennial problems but of topical
interest is the way in which Sibley continues. For he picks up the first item
and comments: "The first cause generally occurs where a library is founded
on the gift of some person who has had a mania for curios and has left a large
collection of them as the nucleus of a library; or where successive and
extensive gifts of valuable collections render it necessary to keep up and
complete them, and so the efforts and means of the library are largely
devoted to this purpose."
(4) In The Herald, April 16, 1906, a column headed "A Pressing Need.
Cataloging of the Von Ranke Library," cast aspersions upon Sibley (who had
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died in 1904) by highlighting the "fact" that "Only One Tenth of the
Valuable Collection of Historical Works in the S.U. Library Has a Practical
Catalogue," resulting in the circumstance that the "Great Collection" has
therefore been "unavailable for 18 years." Mrs. Sibley, the widow and Acting
Library Director, 1904-13, with some hostility took to the correspondence
columns of The Herald on April 17. She corrected various errors in the article
and further pointed out that her husband's labors in cataloging had been
wiped out in 1895 by the decision of the library committee to adopt the
Dewey system, and that the task of starting again from scratch had been
continually hampered by lack of staff and facilities.
Enough evidence is presented in the four preceding paragraphs, I
believe, to allow of a few compassionate conclusions: that Sibley, a sick man
toward the end of his life, was terribly overworked and had labor problems
with which the library staff, vintage 1972, can sympathize; that Sibley - and
this conclusion may be challenged but seems to me difficult to escape - had
formulated an attitude to the Ranke library which, to say the least,
precluded any vision of its creative function, such as Bennett had in mind. I
am, of course, here, arguing a connection between his comments in The
University News and his current experience.
While I have no intention of subjecting the reader to an overlong study
of the problems associated with the Ranke library, it will be well to explore
how several successive library regimes have grappled with the same problems
as Sibley. Indeed, it has been in coming to terms with their attitudes to the
collection that I have felt confident to interpret Sibley's attitude the way I
have.
After 1906, as a result of a concerted drive, most of the collection was
cataloged. This was by no means a "full cataloging" as Director Miller would
optimistically describe it in a letter to a German scholar in 1936. Indeed, a
few years later, under pressure from outside, he would be approaching the
Carl Schurz Foundation for money to complete the cataloging, also with a
view to publicizing the collection somewhat. This effort failing, he would
resume in 1949 the tone of 1936, telling an official of the same foundation
that the collection was "completely cataloged." The occasion that called
forth this statement is worth detailing because it brings us to a circumstance
that was obviously important for the development of attitudes to the Ranke
library. An exceedingly green foundation executive, who had clearly not
read the extensive correspondence with Syracuse in 1943, had the gall to
write Miller in July 1949 suggesting that as, by common report, the collection
was still in boxes "awaiting a time when it will reach a suitable place either in
your library or in some other library in the country," then perhaps the library
of the foundation, a supporter of German-American relations, would be the
best "resting place"! A note of pardonable sarcasm crept into Miller's reply
when he thanked the foundation for its "generous offer."
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The idea that the collection was still unpacked was simply an extreme
form of rumors, that had been rife for a long time about Syracuse's
mistreatment of the Ranke library. We have seen that, in 1906, guilt was
already being attributed in public on this score. Much later, in 1943, a Dr.
Thorne of the Carl Schurz Foundation told Miller that his knowledge of the
collection derived from information "that the library had fallen into disuse to
some extent and various scholars have inquired about ways and means of
seeing that it could be used more by research students and others." Later still,
in 1964, Aladar Goellner, in a curious book called Von Ranke and the
American. Seven Beyond the Grave Colloquies, had von Ranke say of his
books at Syracuse:
... there they are ... and nobody knows about them, with the
exception of some elderly gentlemen or curators in charge of
collections. Nobody reads them. All my personal books, including
all those that I have written myself, are with this same university
library, and nobody consults them, I am sure. I've even heard
mention of some "dungeon" there where they are locked up or
stored.
Curiouser and curiouser; but, to get back to reality, Miller in 1937 sent
Chancellor Graham a copy of the German Ranke scholar Hoeft's Das
Schicksal der Ranke-Bibliothek, much of the research for which had been
done at Syracuse in 1930 and which was very generous in its references to
Syracuse's treatment of the books. Miller's covering note said: "His favorable
attitude should do much to still the unpleasant notoriety that we had some
years ago." Exactly what occasion he was referring to, I am unsure. I do not
think he was harking back to 1906. Possibly someone had created a fuss in
the 1920s, for a revealing memo from the Chancellor in December 1926 says:
"Kindly prepare for me summary of record of Van Ranke Library, the nature
of the gifts and obligations incurred in receiving it, etc., etc." Less than a year
later, in September 1927, the new Library Director Miller was writing a
concern in New York City about the possibility of publishing a catalog of the
collection. Nothing came of this save, presumably, the realization that it
would be too expensive. In 1928, the "1905 library again becoming
overcrowded," Miller wrote someone in 1944, "a new room (401) was
constructed over the old one (307) and the Ranke Library removed to
it. ..." It was this room that Cmator of Special Collections Lester G. Wells
would refer to in 1953 as "a kind of sublimated attic."
So, in the late 1920s, most likely under some sort of pressure, fresh
attention was paid to the collection, the sum result of which was hardly
beneficial: one more move, one more physical challenge to a hoard of old
books. One senses Sibley's impatience of 1891 in Miller and Wells' resigned
comments from time to time about a collection that they experienced more
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as an albatross than an asset. In 1944 Miller tells Wells that Ranke books
cannot be discarded "without bringing down the wrath of the Gods if ever
discovered." In 1945 Wells, alluding to the conditions under which the library
had been bought, writes:

If the integrity of the Ranke Collection will have to be
maintained for ever, I suppose these maps will have to be left
with the Ranke books and pamphlets; if not, we should give
thought to incorporating these Ranke maps with our general map
collection, wherever and whatever that may be.
With the exception of an unsuccessful attempt by Miller in the early
1930s to interest Syracuse's German community in paying for needed
rebinding and cataloging, none of the several initiatives in the first half of the
century appears to have come from the library hierarchy. I will emphasize
again that the financial obstacles must have seemed overwhelming at times
but that the evidence points to some reluctance about even spending what
money there was on the Ranke books. Take, for example, a memo to Miller
in 1950 saying that the backs of nearly all of the 52 volumes of Ranke's
collected works are detached and "As a modest start toward furbishing the
RA Collection, will you okay the above work?" The reply: "Yes. But better

The Von Ranke Collection in its first Carnegie Library setting.
Photo from Syracuse University Archives.
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hold till the fall as Mutual (the bindery) may not do any of our binding in the
Summer and the volumes better stay here than in the shop." Delayed action
resulted in no action. The Sammelte Werke remain to this day, 22 years later,
in the same dilapidated condition!
But let us return again to earlier days, the 1930s. Remember that
Miller then had no specialized help in the collections and that quite possibly
the attitudes that he inherited and/or generated toward the Ranke library in
the 15 years of his directorship before Wells came to help him about 1943
probably qualified the sorts of endeavors that he was prepared to encourage
thereafter. In the 1930s, Miller's feeling for the collection is made abundantly
clear in the context of a new push for action. On November 9, 1937, the
Executive Committee of the Board of Trustees moved:
That the Director of the Library and Mr. Thurston [the Business
Supervisor] be requested to immediately investigate the condition of this library [i.e., the Ranke] and recommend to the
Executive Committee a plan for restoring these books, including
the cost thereof, and a plan for doing the work on an installment
basis.
Miller's reply went like this, in a memo to Thurston early in 1938. He first
clubbed him with the news that in the fall of 1937 "a fairly accurate
estimate" of the cost of rebinding the 5,980 books in disrepair, including
leather treatment, was about $10,000. (This in itself, of course, is some sort
of index to the neglect of the books since 1888.) He went on:
All of this would be very nice to do and, of course, should be
done eventually but I think the History Dept. would agree with
me that the expense is not warranted at the present time. The
value of the collection now is chiefly sentimental. It was very
valuable at the time of purchase in 1886 and, really, Syracuse
should never have spent the money for it then as the small,
struggling college wasn't yet ready for books which were of use to
graduate students who could read German. At the present time,
the Collection which naturally bulked large in secondary sources
is largely out-of-date, for these secondary sources have now been
supplanted by recent ones which have benefited by new findings
made since that time. The books are all listed in the card catalog
of the library but we almost· never have a call for any of them.
Apart from the incidental ignorance betrayed here about the real
contents of the, library - there are, for example, thousands of books in
English and French, too, and Professor Vernon McKay of the History
Department could tell Miller in 1942 that "probably the best sources for
orig.ilnl research in the Ranke Library are in French" - Miller reveals that he
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has been less than candid in a letter to Hoeft in 1936, which the latter
actually published in his book. He told Hoeft:
Please believe that all of us here hold the collection in high
regard. We have continued many of the sets of periodicals and
documents [would that this were so!] and wish that funds were
available to be able to demonstrate more completely our
gratification in having the library of so famous a scholar at
Syracuse University.
Again, the statement that the books are cataloged but rarely asked for
is only a half-truth. Mrs. Roorbach of the Carl Shurz Foundation, a graduate
of Syracuse, wrote Miller in 1937 that "we knew there were such books
somewhere but rather too sacred for ordinary touch." But even those with
"extraordinary" touch were, as Vernon McKay pointed out in 1942,
inhibited from using the collection for the simple reason that the pamphlets
and manuscripts at the heart of the library were inadequately cataloged, if at
all.
Miller's memo plainly offered no encouragement for attempting a task
that had been culpably neglected for decades, against the spirit of the
stipulations made at purchase. Apparently Dr. Miller had made no formal
response to the Trustees in 1938, for on January 15, 1940, Thurston sent him
another copy of the original motion, requesting him to "advise what, in your
opinion, we should do." Miller thereupon submitted a summary of his views
to the Chancellor which Thurston conveyed, adding the covering note: "If
you agree with Dr. Miller, there seems to be nothing further to do regarding
this at present."
I have dwelt at length on this incident because it illustrates very well
the. tensions which have made the Ranke library a storm center at periodic
intervals in the history of the overall library system. Assuming generally
inadequate staffing and financial resources, little could be done for the
collection which therefore declined more and more in physical state while yet
seeing little use. Use itself was restricted by the fact that the library appealed
more to advanced students than to the run-of-the-mill undergraduate, but the
very items that such students would want to consult tended to be
uncataloged. Naturally, the cost of dealing radically with the collection's
needs spiralled as the years passed; what, for example, Miller could estimate
in 1937 as costing $10,000 is estimated in 1972 as costing certainly no less
than $100,000. And who knows what the charge might be, just assuming the
books are not then beyond repair, in a few decades hence?
In the meantime, with the growth of the University and the expansion
of its faculty, tension was going to come from yet another source. Mercifully
freed, as I have noted, from the necessity of managing the Ranke library,
Bennett had contributed, as the most scholarly in the line of library directors,
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a great private collection and the vision of how it should be used. Almost
certainly he did not bargain for the attendant problems of housing and
cataloging, but, as a scholar, he did appreciate keenly that a library only has
as much life as one is prepared to give it. He said something to this effect in
his address of 1889, noting that often one must make bold plans, in faith that
the means will turn up to realize them. Unfortunately, the bold plans were
not made in the succeeding years, with results very well summarized in a
recent talk given at Syracuse by Charles W. Mann (printed in The Courier,
IX, no. 3, p. 31): "Too often special collections are neglected which is no
fault of the books." This was the exact fate of the Ranke library: neglected
for understandable reasons, its reputation declined; given no life, it seemed to
have none to give.
The further source of tension, then, was between an expanding and
therefore far more aggressive group of scholars in the faculty, and a library
staff that had to take care of growing demands on its time without ever
having come to terms with inherited problems. The faculty, to parody
William Blake, saw only human faces behind the pitiful state of the major
special collection, while the librarians found it difficult not to react with a
certain bitterness or wry humor when a professor came along and
"discovered" yet another rare item "lost" in the Ranke library by its
custodians. As Miller, with a delightful touch of humor, wrote in 1953 to a
former colleague: "Professors are still professors and as Alice says: 'The
elephants do bother so.' "
The major confrontation came over the resolve of a herd of "elephants"
in 1950, led by Dr. Howard Brogan, to produce a critical catalog of 100 of
what they judged to be particularly imporant items among the Venetian
relazioni. There could not help but be a certain amount of natural friction in
this sort of undertaking, the librarians getting upset over the occasional
careless handling of documents, the scholars equally upset about what seemed
the merely bureaucratic mentality of the librarians. And how could a man
like Miller, who had given long years and long hours to the library since 1927,
react calmly to the report in The Herald-American, Sunday, July 13, 1952,
covering the publication of the professors' labors:
Everybody at Syracuse University had always taken for granted
the collection was valuable. Hardly anybody had bothered to find
out precisely why. Relatively untroubled by scholars, the great
portion of the collection slept peacefully thru the years after the
university bought it ... in 1887. It took a trio of apparently
prosaic professors to play Prince Charming to the slumbering
manuscripts some 65 years later.
Prince Charming, indeed! Yes, one will hardly be surprised that part of
Miller's response to the challenge presented to the library by a growing
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faculty was hostile. But it would be a grave injustice to see the library's
response only in such terms.
First of all, some attempt was made to advertise the library's wares.
Thus, as early as the June 1946 issue of the Alumni News, Lester Wells
produced an article entitled: "Library Prizes von Ranke Collection."
Consisting of a photo, a headline and nineteen sentences, it made the claim
that "The subject matter consists, broadly speaking, of the history of Europe
in medieval times with emphasis' on the history of the Papacy and the
Republic of Venice." It concluded: "The University Library is justifiably
proud of the Ranke collection and appreciative of the privilege of being able
to provide such important historical materials for scholars engaged in serious
research." .This article certainly meant something, even if "broadly speaking"
was the crucial phrase.
Secondly, a willingness to see the library's users as at least part-time
partners in the organization of the collections was apparent. For example, in
1956, the year of Miller's retirement, Wells proposed to circulate the
following letter to "approx. 50 faculty who've used the Ranke Library and
especially those who compiled the book on the manuscripts":
When our Rare Book Room and its adjoining stack room are
finished and equipped we desire to give serious thought to what
titles in the Ranke Library are worthy of housing there. We are
interested to learn what titles you consider to be important and
valuable from the standpoint of
1. Importance for research and/or
2. Possible difficulty of replacement and/or
3. Monetary value.
Will you kindly jot down on the verso of this sheet any
suggestions you have and return it to us.
Unfortunately, Miller's response to the proposal was negative. Arguing that
"we, especially yourself" are "better judges of what is valuable" than the
fifty faculty; that few of the faculty would "pay any attention to the note;"
that a purely personal appeal to a selected few would be a better procedure;
that even those who might respond "but who are not intelligent library-wise"
would "suggest moving half the collection," he concluded that the end result
of such an appeal would be to "leave us in the same position of having to
make the selection ourselves." With some understatement, Wells noted below
Miller's response, "I have concluded that the director does not want me to
send out the accompanying letter."
Finally, along with the necessity of regulating more carefully the
conditions under which the Ranke material could be read (appropriate to the
increased demand), went an almost stubborn insistence on perpetuating the
old attitude toward the great collection. A little note from Wells to Dr.
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Confer in the History Department in October 1950, the year the collection
was first opened on a regular daily basis, itemizing the rules governing the use
of Ranke books for reserve purposes, was perfectly proper. Entirely
improper, it seems, in view of the sheer size, value and composition of the
Ranke library was the policy of Miller vis-a-vis the collection, laid down in
September 1950 and communicated in a memo of Wells to a Miss Ferris.
After several quite sensible principles, which paid respect to the integrity of
the library, albeit in a slightly negative way, the memo concluded: "We do
not collect everything by and about Ranke as we do Stephen Crane."'This
was all too unfortunately true. Several groups of Ranke letters, for instance,
had been offered to the library in the 1940s at low prices and had been
summarily refused. In 1952/53, yet another batch of 650 letters was offered
at $1 apiece by a gre_~t-grandson of Ranke, with the related possibility of a
further 253 letters from the great-grandson's aunt. Though Wells did express
interest, an offer was not made. When one considers that the library
purchased 18 autograph Ranke letters along with 300 miscellaneous items in
1965 at Christie's, at what was conceded to be a bargain price of
approximately $2,200, one may appreciate the extent of the damage done by
such a negative policy. Of course, was there the money to buy in the 1940s or
in 1953? Was there the money to bind in 1938?
As one looks back over the period of time covered by this article, it
becomes manifest that the scope of discussion has gradually narrowed. From
Ranke himself and the tradition he represented, we have moved to the books
he left, the use and treatment of his books, and finally the users and treaters
themselves. Perhaps in drawing to a close we can fruitfully ask ourselves
about the present and future state of the questions we have raised.
Whatever may be in store for the Western scholarly tradition, there are
no very obvious signs that the utility of a collection such as Ranke put
together is going to be soon challenged. If anything, the vastly increased use
of the Ranke library, even if the cynic will maintain some sort of functional
explanation for the phenomenon, argues a more serious appreciation of its
virtues as a door to a better understanding of the varieties of human
experience. And while greater use provides more potential for personal
dissatisfaction - books handled clumsily, impatience at red-tape - it also
allows for greater practical cooperation between the custodian and the
researcher. Misunderstandings fester when the imagination is' allowed to
generate a totally unrealistic view, of the other person's problems. The very
fact that this article should have been written is itself a testimony to
cooperation, a testimony to the necessity of coming to terms on all sides with
what needs to be done.
To quote Charles Mann's address once more: "Like all divisions of a
university, rare book rooms exist to support the teaching program, and that
teaching program is built upon cooperation." And later: "[The rare book
room] must avoid at all costs becoming a last bastion of class differences in
54

the shape of a quiet museum at the top of a stairwell.... Today, I think the
really sad state of affairs is that in which rare book collections go untended,
where memorial, archival, stored or other materials subsist inside a library,
yet are without librarians to look after them." And last of all: "[The rare
book department] is as essential to the climate of learning of a university as
all the other functioning units in the library of which it is an equal part."
Mann says really all that needs to be said about what must be done for
the Ranke library. It is not a Cinderella. If given the life it desperately needs,
in terms of finance for cataloging and restoring, and staffing for carrying out
these tasks, it will give back life in return.

EX LIBRIS DR.UOPOI.DI DE MNKE.
DIl.JOANNIS A, Rr.m ETCAllOLIMA S. RE.m

DONAVERUN~

The Von Ranke Library bookplate.

ss

Rudolph Bultmann at Syracuse
by Gabriel Vahanian

The most distinguished Visiting Professor Syracuse University has had
through its Department of Religion (1958-59), Rudolf Bultmann, born in
1884, still dominates the field of New Testament Studies. The University can
take exceptional pride in having conferred upon him an honorary doctorate.
In addition, the University Library is now the richer for being the recipient of
a vast collection of materials originating from Professor Bultmann's eminent
public career as well as from his personal life. The correspondence henceforth
treasured by the Manuscripts Department of Syracuse University Library
contains letters to and from the young promising theologians of the sixties as
well as one, among others, frdm the already world-famous theologian physician, Albert Schweitzer, in which he explains his decision to turn down
a chair at the University of Leipzig in order to practice medicine in Africa.
The Rudolf Bultmann Papers include not only manuscripts of his own
works but also notebooks dating from student days when he was attending
the lectures of famous theologians of that time, such as Harnack and Julicher.
There is no doubt that with such an extraordinary collection the Library will
play a significant role in furthering scholarship; Rudolf Bultmann, indeed,
belongs to the future.
As his recently published correspondence with Karl Barth (the other
theological giant of the century) already demonstrates, Bultmann's thought
has survived both the collapse of church-based Christendom and dogmacapped Christian faith. Oddly enough, the correspondence with Barth begins
in the days when Bultmann offered his collaboration to Barth in his gigantic
effort to reappraise and redefine the nature of faith and ends with an
exchange of views dealing with Bultmann's article on the death of God issue
published under the title "The Idea of God and Modern Man." This ending of
their correspondence is quite telling, it is symbolic: on the one hand, there is
Karl Barth getting himself as it were locked up in the church in order to face
Dr. Vahanian is Eliphalet Remington Professor of Religion and Director of
Graduate Studies in Religion at Syracuse University. Among his publications
is the controversial The Death of God, 1961, as well as Wait Without Idols,
1964, No Other God, '1966, and La Condition de Dieu, 1970.
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the enemy - atheism - but forgetting how unrecognizable the enemy has
become; on the other hand, there is Bultmann meeting the enemy's attack by
seeking to unmask him in order to let him stand naked in front of his own
problem, the problem of God. For nothing less, Bultmann has consistently
been arguing, nothing less than the self-understanding of an atheist is what
man, according to the New Testament, needs in order to be able to exclaim,
"I believe, help thou my unbelief." And by the same token, the world of the
Bible, so dear to Barth, also encompasses our own post-Christian world. The
Bible is not for Bultmann a document from the past. Nor does the New Testament, as Bultmann put it in one of his lectures while at Syracuse, l concern
itself with relating an historical event which would ipso facto be misunderstood if it were understood "as a simple episode of the past which took place
once upon a time, almost two thousand years ago."
No, the New Testament is not merely a documentary of past events, of
by-gones characteristic of a past still lingering on in our conscious and
unconscious religio-cultural heritage. Rather, the New Testament as such
makes sense only if it is itself attested by the on-going inventory of things to
come, of the life ahead to which man, regardless of the circumstances and the
epochs, remains bound. Indeed, the man of faith is not merely confronted
with his past. He is also faced with the possibility of a new future, and the
question to which he must answer is whether he will seek for this future
elsewhere rather than where it lies open for him to step into it - right here
and now.
II

The last point leads us straight into the heart of Bultmann's thought. At
the core of his work we find him wrestling with three problems, actually
three aspects of one and the same problem - that of man's relation to God
(Le., anthropology and theology) understood in terms of that single context
(Le., christology) which alone aims at preventing either the reduction of
theology to anthropology, of God to man, or the elevation of man to God,
the resorption of anthropology into theology. Indeed, according to traditional theological reflection, the doctrine of God is what constitutes an ellipse
of which the doctrines of Christ and of man are, so to speak, the foci. Christ
and man are thus understood in terms of God. Accordingly, God was seen as
the supreme hypothesis, a principle through which everything" else was
explained. The problem with su~h a God of the reason is that he soon
becomes, in Archibald MacLeish's phrase, a God who is himself nothing but
"reasons." And inevitably, this God who is "reasons" simply becomes my
own raison d'etre, that of which I take possession. But, as Bultmann himself
puts it in the Humanities Lecture delivered at Syracuse on a related topic/
1

"What Alienates Modern Man from Christianity."

2

"The Concept of Freedom in Classical Antiquity and Christianity."
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grace - Le., the believer's raison d'etre - is nothing to be possessed by man:
"There is no possession of grace." Just as Christ abolishes the Law, so also is
abolished that problem of God which is defined by moving from reason to
faith. And just as it is not the'Law which can create freedom, but freedom
which testifies to the Law, so is also the problem of God altered and
radicalized when it is seen arising from within the context of that faith which
is constitutive of human reality. And consequently, christology will provide
the foci of anthropology and theology with their proper ellipse.
We did not mean, however, to lose sight of the three problems around
which Bultmann's theological reflection has revolved. On the contrary, in the
light of the intervening comments, these problems can be stated in a more
pregnant manner. The first problem is dealt with under the rubric of the
mythological character of the language with which the New Testament speaks
both of God and of man: as a believer, the theologian is today confronted
with the necessity of demythologizing such a language if this language can
still have a chance of speaking to the scientifically-oriented contemporary
world. The second problem, a much more technical one in appearance, deals
with the relation between history and eschatology: even at the risk of slightly
disfiguring Bultmann's thought, we shall simplify this problem by saying that
it deals with the contention that the believer's destiny is one which is at long
last emancipated from the Law, Le., both from a self-sufficient nature and a
self-fulfilling history. The end of the Law, Christ, is what articulates the
condition of that man whose existence attests the reality of God. Which leads
us to the third problem: its most deceptively simple formulation consists in
saying that, no longer knowing Christ according to the flesh, the believer is
likewise no longer caught between his past and his future, between an
"already" and a "not yet," between "Jesus" and the "return of Christ," or
between the "Jesus of history" and the "Christ of faith."
Before trying to focus on the common denominator of these problems,
we must further clarify and specify the issues involved in each of them.

III
The etiology of the first problem can be put into evidence fairly simply.
The fact is that the universe of the New Testament is composed of
three stories: heaven, earth, and hell; and man is seen as a battlefield between
God and Satan. These supernatural powers intervene not only in the course of
a man's life but also in the unfolding of natural events. In such a context,
God is spoken of in human terms and man in divine terms. Mythological and
supernatural, this view of the world is basically alien to contemporary man's
self-understanding which is informed by science and technology. The conflict
which then arises between myth on the one hand and contemporary man's
pre-understanding of the world into which he is thrown, as well as of himself,
can only be resolved by means of interpreting the former in the light of the
latter, by interpreting the myth according to the existential categories of
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today. Time and again, Bultmann has said that such an approach aims not at
liquidating the myth but at interpreting it. In the now classic 1941 lecture 3 in
which Bultmann expounded these views, he added that the task of
demythologizing the gospel was not necessitated exclusively by our present
image of the world, but is a demand inherent in the New Testament itself
inasmuch as the gospel is nowhere in it ever thought to be tied up with a
particular conception of the universe. Obviously, then, what Bultmann is saying is not merely that religious language is the language of the inner man. He
is also saying that such a language is iconoclastic of its own cliches and dogmas and cannot proclaim the truth of the gospel unless by assuming - like
the Word become flesh - the contingencies of man's present language about
himself. The Word has no other words than our own through which to become flesh. Nor is the Incarnation merely an historical phenomenon; above
all, it is eschatological.
This last statement provides the second problem with its setting. Here,
the simplest approach could consist in saying that Bultmann begins by
adopting Albert Schweitzer's thesis of 19104 that the fundamental characteristic of the New Testament lies in the eschatological hope, in the imminence
of the Kingdom of God. But whereas Schweitzer then saw in history the
frustration of this hope or, to put it differently, the dissolution of the "Christ
of faith" into the "Jesus of history" - a Jesus, however, all the more
unavailable to historical knowledge ...:- Bultmann, so to speak, reverses steam
and contends that the paradox of faith lies precisely in the fact "that an
historical event is an eschatological event."s Instead of surrendering to the
historicization of eschatology, Bultmann views eschatology as iconoclasm of
history and, hence, as the liberation of history from its own determinism. In
other words, the new and ultimate - i.e., the eschaton - is not what lies in
some mythological or, for that matter, cosmological beginning but is what
always lies ahead of all that which is past, renewing and opening it to a new
future.
Although faith and history are not compatible,6 Bultmann's point is
precisely that just this incompatibility is what is overcome in and through the
believer's existence. Or to use Bultmann's phrase, believing existence is
eschatological existence. As a principle inherent in the New Testament itself,
demythologization meets at this point and honors as well the exigencies
implicit in every man's pre-understanding, regardless of the extent to which
its postulates and other premises are heterogeneous with the existential
implications of the gospel itself.
3Published subsequently as "New Testament and Mythology," Kerygma and Myth,
edited by Hans Werner Bartsch, New York, 1961.
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The Quest for the Historical Jesus.

5

"What Alienates Modern Man from Christianity."

6

What does it mean, for example, to- believe in God on the basis of an event which took
place 2000 years ago?
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The final paragraph of a letter dated July 24, 1912, from Albert Schweitzer to Rudolf
Bultmann, written in reply to a review by Bultmann of Schweitzer's Paul and His
Interpreters, Vol. I. "I do hope that the next volume will answer those questions which
you found left open in the first volume. This second volume will be my Goodbye to
theological scholarship. I want to spend the second part of my life in the Congo, as
physician to the natives. With this decision I hope to repent from all my sins of
criticism." (Here Schweitzer refers with tongue in cheek to the reaction his books caused
among the orthodox theologians of the early twentieth century.) "I began to write 'Paul
and His Interpreters' the day after I passed my final examinations at medical school. The
preparation goes back many years. Volume two is now concluded." From the Rudolf
Bultmann Papers in the Manuscripts Department of the Library.
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One can see now why the third problem deals with christology. Two
things must briefly retain our attention here: on the one hand, christology is
here to be understood not as a doctrine about Jesus alone but as that
eschatological mode of being in the light of which God is what articulates the
experience of the human reality. In other words, theology and anthropology
belong together indissolubly and without the former being dissolved in the
latter or the latter being swallowed up by the former. And, in the last
analysis, it is christology which prevents eschatology from being either
historicized - as is the case when, for example, the kingdom of God is
identified with the church - or relegated to a realm wholly beyond the realm
of this world.
On the other hand, just because Bultmann's christology thus proceeds
neither from a futuristic eschatology nor from a realized eschatology but
from a radicalized eschatology, it does not follow that the once-for-all-ness of
the Christ-event is impaired, as critics tenq to point out. On the contrary, the
eschatological concentration which governs Bultmann's christology is alone
capable of securing the contention that salvation takes place once-and-for-all
in the Christ-event. Indeed, contrary to common assumptions, no fact is
unique per se. What is unique is the fact of interpretation, even if, to be sure,
such a fact is itself unique only insofar as it is legitimated by one's own
situation. Otherwise, the so-called historical Jesus would only be the
historicization of the eschatological symbol of the Son of Man: he would be
an idol. And salvation would be reduced to an historical process. The merit of
Bultmann's theology has consisted in his unsurpassed attempt to maintain the
biblical claim that salvation is not an historical but an eschatological
occurrence. It does not lie between an event which has already taken place
and another which has not yet happened. In Christ, here and now, man
becomes a new creation.
IV
Our conclusion may now be briefly stated. The common denominator
of these three problems with which Bultmann's theology has been concerned
consists in the way in which eschatology permeates not only christology but
also theology and anthropology. Put another way, it permeates man's being
tout court as well as language itself. Speaking, just like being, is an
eschatological phenomenon - that phenomenon through which man has
access to faith as eschatic existence. Bultmann likes to define such an
existence by quoting Saint Paul: " ... as deceivers and yet true; as unknown,
and yet well known; as dying, and behold, we live; as chastened, and not
killed; as sorrowful, yet always rejoicing; as poor, yet making many rich; as
having nothing, and yet possessing all things."?

7

2 Corinthians 6, 7-10.
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In existentialist literature, freedom is not uncommonly defined as that
to which man is condemned, and decision often turns into forlornness, while
innocence evinces all the stripes of a fraud. Kafka's K in The Trial is guilty
even before he appears in court; in fact, he is all the more guilty becau~se he
has no idea whatever of the nature of his guilt.
In the sermon he preached in Hendricks Chapel of Syracuse University
on the 26th of April, 1959, Bultmann took as his text the so-called Last
Judgment passage of Matthew 25. The point he makes in that sermon is
simple. Bultmann notes that whenever one asks, "What shall I do?" the
question comes too late. The real decision has already taken place. The
Kingdom does not lie on the other side of the judgment, but on this side, or
else man would, indeed, be forlorn and his guilt compounded by his
ignorance of it. Nor is the resurrection what the believer is supposed to hope
for after death, but is - this side of death - the only life worth living.

v
Still in ~he process of being arranged and inventoried, the Rudolf
Bultmann Papers at Syracuse contain, besides numerous letters such as those
mentioned earlier in this article, all kinds of documents which should delight
an eventual researcher. Among the papers, special attention should be drawn
to the. following:
A. Manuscripts:
1) Griechentum, Judentum, Christen tum (a lecture series of 1930
from which was published Primitive Christianity in its Contemporary Setting, 1949).
2) Eight lectures on the concepts of life and death in primitive
religions (ca. 1917-1920).
3) Das Vertiindnis der Geschichte in Griechentum und Christentum
(1960). This document comprises a) the entire manuscript, b) the
typescript, c) a radioscript, d) the galley proofs of the final text
as published in Glauben und Verstehen.
4) The Gifford lectures on History and Eschatology (1957).
5) Zum Problem der Entmythologisierung (n.d.).
6) Das Verhiiltnis der urchristlichen Christusbotschaft zum historischen Jesus (1960), comprising a) manuscript, b) typescript, c)
galley proofs, d) corresp,ondence.
7) A life of Luther (unpublished, n.d.).
8) Bultmann's dissertation (unpublished Habilitations Thesis, 1912)
on Die Exegese des Theodor von Mopsuestia.
B. Lecture notes taken while he was a theological student. These
extensive notes include:
1) Karl Muller: Symbolism (1904), Tubingen.
2) Hermann Gunkel: Theology of the Old Testament (1904-05),
Berlin.
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3) Adolf Jiilicher: A seminar on Church History and lectures on
Galatians, Philippians, Thessalonians (1905-06), Marburg.
4) Adolf von Harnack: History of Protestantism in the XIXth
century (1905), Berlin.
5) Johannes Weiss: The Main Problems Concerning the Study of the
Life of Jesus (1905-06), Marburg.
C. Various unusual documents:
1) The letter of September 8, 1?40, from Hermann Diem inviting
Bultmann to give his lecture on "New Testament and Mythology." The reverse side of the letter constitutes page 30 of
Bultmann's Comments on Wilhelm Kamiah's "Christianity and
Self-Assertion" (1940).
2) The questions-and-answers script of a television documentary
with Bultmann (1970).
3) An abridged article on Christian education published in Syracuse
10.
4) A term paper written by Bultmann as a student on The Theology
ofHerakleon Based on the Fragment ofHis Commentary on John
4, with the instructor's annotations.
5) Comments on the dissertation of his student, Ernst Fuchs.
ILLUSTRI S SIMAE
UNIVERSITATI SYRACUSANAE
IN CIVITATE NOVI EBORACI
OB SUMMUM IN SANCTA THEOLOGIA HONOREM
SIB I OBLATUM
HUNC LIBRUM
GRATO DEVOTOQUE ANIMO
D.D.D.
RUDOLFUS HULTMANN
Rudolf Bultmann's dedication to Syracuse University of his book, Glauben und
Verstehen (Faith and Understanding), 1960: "To the most illustrious University of
Syracuse in the State of New York, for the supreme honor of a Doctorate in Sacred
Theology conferred upon him, this book, with both a grateful and a devoted heart,
Rudolf Bultmann."
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The Library Associates: Nineteen
Supporting Years
by Benjamin J. Lake
The love of books may accurately, if somewhat pedantically, be
termed "bibliophilia," since the book lover and collector is often called a
"bibliophile." One English writer went even so far as to entitle a work about
book collecting Bibliomania, leading to the rather extreme terminology of
"bibliomaniac" for the man or woman who is, in the vernacular, "crazy"
about books. Be that as it may, it was with such people in mind, people who
loved books and who also had a special feeling for the welfare and future of
the Syracuse University Library, that Syracuse University Library Associates
was organized in 1953 under the aegis of Chancellor William Pearson Tolley,
with Professor Phillips Bradley as its first Executive Secretary.
An excerpt from the preamble of the organization's constitution reads:
At the heart of a University's intellectual resources stands its
library. From this center of its academic work stem its purposes
of conserving knowledge, transmitting knowledge, and advancing
knowledge....
The Syracuse University Library Associates will promote the
objective of increased library resources. Through the interest and
support of friends of the University, alumni and non-alumni alike,
the existing facilities of the Library should be expanded more
rapidly and effectively than could be hoped for otherwise. The
Associates will be concerned with the University's future development and so participate actively in assuring the University's
continued academic leadership.
Library Associates was officially launched on October 1, 1953 by a
meeting of its first Board of Trustees, who were appointees of the Chancellor;
since then trustees have been elected annually in three classes for three-year
terms. At the end of its first year of operation, Associates could boast 160
members and approximately $2600 raised for special library purposes.
Important gifts-in-kind. during that initial year were received from many

Dr. Lake is minister of the First Presbyterian Church of Cazenovia, New
York, and president ofSyracuse University Library Associates.
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donors, especially significant among these being Stephen Crane materials
from George Arents, a Samuel Clemens collection from Adrian Van Sinderen,
and a complete set of his public papers from former Governor Herbert H.
Lehman. Also during the 1953-54 year of operation, Library Associates made
grants to various colleges and departments of the University for the purchase
of research materials, and added to the rare book collection.
Significantly for us in this season of celebration of the dedication of the
Ernest S. Bird Library on the Universi~y campus, as early as its annual
meeting in 1955, the Board of Trustees of Library Associates passed the
following resolution:
RESOLVED: that the Committee is unanimously of the opinion
that the single most outstanding requirement of Syracuse
University is a modern library building which can properly serve
the needs of undergraduate and graduate students and the
faculty. The University's present laboratory of books cannot cope
with the demands of the campus and by no means provides the
material for research necessary to our extensive program of
studies.
And, be it further resolved, that we, the Associates, desire
respectfully to urge this vital matter upon the Board of Trustees
of the University, with the fervent hope that they will initiate
definite action promptly to secure the funds for this project.
At that meeting, Chancellor Tolley announced Mr. Arents' generous gift to
the University Library of the Lena Richardson Arents Rare Book Room. At
the same time the Syracuse Post Standard presented its first Library Award
(described elsewhere in this issue) to Dean Wharton Miller, who was retiring
as Director of the University Library.
During 1955, while membership in the Associates rose only modestly
(to 180), contributions increased to about $4300. The chief contribution to
book purchases from the Associates this year went toward acquisition of the
renowned William Hobart Royce Balzac Collection.
In 1956-57 it was reported that gifts-in-kind made through Library
Associates totaled 6500 volumes and 1800 manuscripts, conservatively valued
at $30,000. For the year 1960-61 a membership of 227 was reported, an
increase of 62 new members.
The chief excitement of the 1964-65 Library Associates year was the
arrival and installation of the Edith S. and John S. Mayfield Library. Mr.
Mayfield served as Curator of Manuscripts and Rare Books from 1961 until
his retirement in 1971, and has held the post of Secretary of Library
Associates since 1961.
Each year saw the organization growing in numbers and in service to
the University Library. During 1965 new members in several categories
totaled 184. An overall membership of 1,359 was reported for that year, as
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Interested trustees of Library Associates tour the unfinished Bird Library
by way of the main staircase, May 1972. Photo by Harry Bosch;

well as $10,600 in gifts of books. During the period covered here so far, the
phenomenal growth of the library was demonstrated by its expanding budget.
The library's expense budget in 1952 had been $244,000; in 1965 it was
$1,267,000.
At the dedication of the Arents Rare Book Room in 1957, Dr. Adrian
Van Sinderen, distinguished New York lawyer and book collector, who served
as first chairman of the Board of Trustees of Library Associates, reiterated
the purposes of the organization as follows:
1. To acquire for the University by gift and purchase important books
and special collections.
2. To stimulate student interest in books and in reading.
3. To improve the physical facilities of the Library.
4. To dramatize the importance of the Library in University life.
Dr. Van Sinderen added the comment
I trust that Library Associates, supported by loyal Alumni and
friends, will continue their efforts in building up the number of
volumes on our shelves, to the end that the books which
constitute the record of mankind, the books which contain all the
knowledge of the world, may be available to those who come to
Syracuse to study and prepare themselves for service to the
people of our great country.
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Our organization was profoundly saddened by Dr. Van Sinderen's death in
1963. His successor as President of the Board, 1963·1970, was Syracuse
attorney and bibliophile David A. Fraser. I succeeded Mr. Fraser in 1970.
1958 was a high point in our development since it witnessed the
launching of the Library Associates quarterly journal, The Courier. This
publication, which contains articles of scholarly and popular interest,
information about the University Library and its collections, and many other
interesting matters, has received increa~ing recognition and praise from
institutions and individuals receiving it. It was first edited by Dr. Wayne S.
Yenawine, Director of University Libraries; then by Mr. John S. Mayfield;
and most recently by Miss Arsine Schmavonian. All these people, working
with a skilled and dedicated editorial board, have served the Associates and
The Courier with distinction.
During the annual meeting of the group in 1968, the need for adequate
library space for all university collections was again the chief subject of
discussion. Also at that meeting it was reported that from 1954 through 1968
Library Associates had contributed in excess of $113,000 to the University.
In succeeding years there were many changes in categories of
membership, and increased financial pressures caused the Library Associates
Board of Trustees reluctantly to discontinue a number of categories,
particularly complimentary memberships. In 1968 the reported membership
was 502. As this article is being written, our membership stands at 533. We
are proud to report that from its inception until the present time, Library
Associates has contributed to the Syracuse University Library approximately
$150,000 in funds plus many times that amount in gifts-in-kind. We have had
meetings at least twice a year and occasionally more often. Among the
eminent speakers at some of these meetings have been Sir Frank Francis,
retired Director of the British Museum; Philip Hofer, Librarian of Harvard
University; and Roger McDonough, New Jersey State Librarian.
This brief report brings us to the present moment and to the question
of the future of Library Associates. Over the years the University has
frequently assumed many or most of the Associates' operating costs, so that
all funds donated to or through the organization could be used f~)f the
purchase of books and other research materials. Because of financial
stringencies, this generous support is no longer possible and Syracuse
University Library Associates has been directed by the university administration to become self-supporting during calendar year 1972. To this end, and
with much appreciated help from the Development Office of the University,
we have embarked upon a massive membership campaign. We hope that many
friends will respond with enthusiasm, because it is our belief that Library
Associates should continue to serve a useful and signjficant purpose in the
university family, in the larger Syracuse comrpunity, and beyond. We
welcome the agreement of our readers in the form of the enlistment of new
members and increased financial support.
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Jessie B. Watkins, Natural Sciences Librarian at the time of her retirement this year,
receives the 1971 Post Standard Award from Robert C. Atkinson, Managing Editor of
The Post Standard, May 5, 1972. Photo by Harry Bosch;
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The Post Standard A ward
In the Spring of 1955, Chancellor ,William P. Tolley accepted for the
University from publisher Richard H. Amberg the annual Post Standard
Award, honoring a student, faculty member, member of the library staff or
friend of the library for distinguished service to Syracuse University Library.
Since that time seventeen individual recipients of the Award have been
honored for their contributions to the quality and development of the
library. The Award consists of an engraved gift that is presented to the
recipient, a large plaque for display in the library, bearing the names of all
those who have received the Award through the years, and an annual grant of
$100 for the purchase of books.
Mr. Robert C. Atkinson, Managing Editor of the Post Standard,
presented the current Award to Jessie B. Watkins at the Annual Meeting of
the Library Associates on May 5, 1972, at the University Club in Syracuse.
Mrs. Watkins was the Natural Sciences Librarian at the time of her retirement
in 1971. The citation accompanying Mrs. Watkins' Award reads
Jessie Watkins, bibliographer, map specialist and librarian: You
have devoted over forty years of your life to Syracuse University
and its libraries. Seemingly not always appreciated, but always
devoted to your users, students and faculty, you have been one of
the finest branch librarians that we have had in the Syracuse
University Library System. Your bibliographic ability has been of
special great service to your students and faculty. Your literature
guides have provided immeasurable help to the fields of geology,
biology and environmental sciences. Your recent completion and
revision of the Army Map Guide is a notable piece of work of
great difficulty, complexity and scholarship, prepared with the
objective of providing better service,.which is the ultimate goal of
any true librarian. It is with great pleasure that we confer on you
the Post Standard Award of 1971.
The roster of Post Standard Award winners as it stands at present
follows: 1955" Wharton Miller; 1956, Mary Hatch Marshall; 1957, George
Arents; 1958, Phoebe Selleck Ferris; 1959, Donald P. Bean; 1960, Douglas
Gilbert Haring; 1961, Adrian Van Sinderen; 1962, Lester G. Wells; 1963, Sol
Feinstone; 1964, Martin Kamin; 1965, John S. Mayfield; 1966, Elizabeth S.
Newlove; 1967, O. Theodore Barck; 1968, Nancy Woodson Spire; 1969, J.
Terry Bender; 1970, David A. Fraser, Sr.; 1971, Jessie B. Watkins.
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